United States
of America

Congressional Record

th
PROCEEDINGS AND DEBATES OF THE 109 CONGRESS, FIRST SESSION

Vol. 151

WASHINGTON, THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 17, 2005

No. 153

House of Representatives

The House met at 10 a.m.

The Reverend Paul C. Granillo,
Priest Secretary, Diocese of San
Bernardino, California, offered the fol-
lowing prayer:

Good and gracious God, this morning
we ask You, our Creator, to bless the
United States of America and this, her
House of Representatives. Help us to be
a people and leaders committed to the
self-evident truths proclaimed in our
Declaration of Independence, the rights
of humanity to life, liberty, and happi-
ness.

Never let us take for granted the
honor it is to live in this country, and
never let us fail to recognize the re-
sponsibility that that honor places
upon us.

Help us to use the many blessings be-
stowed upon our Nation to make the
world a better, more peace-filled place.
Help us to be generous towards our sis-
ters and brothers who hunger for food,
medicine, education, and justice.

Loving God, we give You thanks for
the gifts and responsibilities You have
bestowed upon each of us this day,
most especially for our life, our liberty,
and our happiness. Amen.

———

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings and announces to the House
his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

———
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman
from California (Mr. BAcCA) come for-
ward and lead the House in the Pledge
of Allegiance.

Mr. BACA led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Ms.
Curtis, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate has passed bills of the
following titles in which the concur-
rence of the House is requested:

S. 206. An act to designate the Ice Age
Floods National Geologic Trail, and for other
purposes.

S. 213. An act to direct the Secretary of the
Interior to convey certain Federal land to
the Rio Arriba County, New Mexico.

S. 251. An act to authorize the Secretary of
the Interior, acting through the Bureau of
Reclamation, to conduct a water resource
feasibility study for the Little Butte/Bear
Creek Subbasins in Oregon.

S. 485. An act to reauthorize and amend the
National Geologic Mapping Act of 1992.

S. 584. An act to require the Secretary of
the Interior to allow the continued occu-
pancy and use of certain land and improve-
ments within Rocky Mountain National
Park.

S. 6562. An act to provide financial assist-
ance for the rehabilitation of the Benjamin
Franklin National Memorial in Philadelphia,
Pennsylvania, and the development of an ex-
hibit to commemorate the 300th anniversary
of the birth of Benjamin Franklin.

S. 695. An act to suspend temporarily new
shipper bonding privileges.

S. 761. An act to rename the Snake River
Birds of Prey National Conservation Area in
the State of Idaho as the Morley Nelson
Snake River Birds of Prey National Con-
servation Area in honor of the late Morley
Nelson, an international authority on birds
of prey, who was instrumental in the estab-
lishment of this National Conservation Area,
and for other purposes.

S. 777. An act to designate Catoctin Moun-
tain Park in the State of Maryland as the
“Catoctin Mountain National Recreation
Area’’, and for other purposes.

S. 819. An act to authorize the Secretary of
the Interior to reallocate costs of the
Pactcola Dam and Reservoir, South Dakota,
to reflect increased demands for municipal,
industrial, and fish and wildlife purposes.

S. 891. An act to extend the water service
contract for the Ainsworth Unit, Sandhills
Division, Pick-Sloan Missouri Basin Pro-
gram, Nebraska.

S. 895. An act to direct the Secretary of the
Interior to establish a rural water supply

program in the Reclamation States to pro-
vide a clean, safe, affordable, and reliable
water supply to rural residents.

S. 958. An act to amend the National Trails
System Act to designate the Star-Spangled
Banner Trail in the State of Maryland and
Virginia and the District of Columbia as a
National Historic Trail.

S. 11564. An act to extend the Acadia Na-
tional Park Advisory Commission, to provide
improved visitor services at the park, and for
other purposes.

S. 1238. An act to amend the Public Lands
Corps of 1993 to provide for the conduct of
projects that protect forests, and for other
purposes.

S. 1338. An act to require the Secretary of
the Interior, acting through the Bureau of
Reclamation and the United States Geologi-
cal Survey, to conduct a study on ground-
water resources in the State of Alaska, and
for other purposes.

S. 1627. An act to authorize the Secretary
of the Interior to conduct a special resources
study to evaluate resources along the coastal
region of the State of Delaware and to deter-
mine the suitability and feasibility of estab-
lishing a unit of the National Park System
in Delaware.

———

WELCOMING FATHER PAUL
GRANILLO

(Mr. BACA asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. BACA. Mr. Speaker, it is my
privilege to welcome our guest chap-
lain, Paul Christopher Granillo of the
Diocese of San Bernardino, and thank
him for giving the opening prayer this
morning. I believe he is the first Catho-
lic priest from the San Bernardino Dio-
cese to offer the prayer in the U.S. Cap-
itol.

Father Granillo, or Father Paul, as
he is known, was born in Redlands,
California and educated at the local
schools there where I met him as a stu-
dent where he was involved with the
Junior Achievement program.

He is part of a very proud Mexican-
American family that has lived in that
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city for three generations. He is the
eldest of two sons born to Richard and
Connie Granillo. His younger brother,
Carlo Granillo, is a police detective in
the City of Fontana. This is a wonder-
ful family, and I am sure they are
proud to serve the Inland Empire com-
munities in their respective ways.

Father Paul attended Cal State Uni-
versity of San Bernardino and grad-
uated with a BA degree in history
where my wife, Barbara Baca, Joe
Baca, Jr., and his wife, Jennifer
Sanchez Baca, also graduated from. He
received a Master of Divinity from St.
John’s Seminary in Camarillo, Cali-
fornia and a License in Canon Law
from Catholic University here in Wash-
ington, DC.

Following his ordination in May of
1997, he served as a parish priest in Ca-
thedral City, Rancho Mirage and River-
side, California.

He is now assigned to Our Lady of the
Rosary Cathedral, and he currently
serves as Priest Secretary to Bishop
Gerald Barnes and as the Communica-
tions Director for the Diocese of San
Bernardino and Riverside Counties in
California.

Father Paul is very active in the
greater San Bernardino communities,
providing services and counsel to grow-
ing Hispanic communities.

We were recently together at a
Catholic charity event. In addition to
his church activity, he is an avid golfer
where he and Father Howard Paul and
Joe Baca, Jr. and I have had the privi-
lege of enjoying a friendly competitive
round of golf against one another. And
I tell him, Father Paul, the Lord can-
not always guide your golf ball in a
straight direction because he wants
you to know the feeling of the lost
sheep that was lost, but found the right
path.

I thank Chaplain Coughlin for his
kind invitation to Reverend Granillo to
offer this morning’s prayer. I thank
Father Paul for traveling to our Na-
tion’s capital today to be with us. God
bless him, and God bless his family.

————

A BAD CASE OF AMNESIA

(Ms. FOXX asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
because I am concerned about some
Democrats here in Washington. It
seems that when it comes to the vote
on the Iraq war, they have developed a
serious case of amnesia. That is why I
am going to give them a little re-
minder of what they said 3 years ago as
they cast the votes they seem to have
forgotten.

A leading liberal Senator from New
York argued that “If left unchecked,
Saddam Hussein will continue to in-
crease his capability to wage biological
and chemical warfare and will keep
trying to develop nuclear weapons.”’

The Minority Leader in this House
emphatically stated, ‘‘Saddam Hussein
certainly has chemical and biological
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weapons. There is no question about
that.”

The Minority Leader in the Senate
warned that, ‘“‘Saddam Hussein’s near
success with developing a nuclear
weapon should be an eye-opener for us
all.”

Now, some Democrats want to act as
if these statements of support for the
war never happened. We all remember
the line, ‘I voted for the war before I
voted against it.”” It seems like many
more Democrats are jumping on that
bandwagon.

———

DEPARTMENT OF INJUSTICE

(Mr. EMANUEL asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. EMANUEL. Mr. Speaker, as we
celebrate Robert Kennedy’s 80th birth-
day, the Robert F. Kennedy Justice De-
partment maybe, given what has hap-
pened, should be renamed the Depart-
ment of No Justice, because political
operatives in charge have betrayed his
legacy and the cause of justice in this
country.

As The Washington Post reports this
morning, despite objections of the Jus-
tice Department’s career professionals,
President Bush’s political appointees
“preapproved’ a controversial Georgia
voter-identification program that has
been compared to a modern-day poll
tax.

This is just one of a series of inci-
dents that have subverted the purposes
for which the Justice Department ex-
ists.

Last June, Justice Department polit-
ical appointees announced that the
government would seek $10 billion in-
stead of the $130 billion recommended
by career lawyers in a case they tried
for 6 years against the tobacco indus-
try, and won.

In the voting rights section, political
appointees have also overruled career
lawyers in approving GOP-backed re-
districting maps for Georgia and Texas
in recent years.

Now, that is a way to build morale.

In fact, the Civil Rights Division has
lost nearly 20 percent of its career law-
yers this year alone because they are
fed up with political interference. At
this point, they might as well drop the
word ‘‘justice’” from the masthead of
the Department.

It is time to end the political inter-
ference and let the Justice Department
professionals do their jobs. Incom-
petence is not a virtue.

————

ALTERNATIVE MINIMUM TAX

(Mrs. KELLY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Mrs. KELLY. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to strongly urge this House to
act before the end of the year to pro-
tect middle class families from the al-
ternative minimum tax.

When a 1993 tax increase failed to ad-
just the AMT exemption amounts for
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inflation, what was intended to be a
tax on high-income taxpayers became a
tax that punishes the middle class. If
the middle class exemptions are not ex-
tended for 2006, the numbers of New
Yorkers forced to pay the alternative
minimum tax will more than quadruple
to 1.6 million families next year.

Make no mistake about it, these are
middle class taxpayers that would be
apprehended by the AMT because we
have not changed the law. Many of
them live in the Hudson Valley that I
represent.

This is an unfair tax on middle class
Hudson Valley residents who would be
forced to pay an average of $4,000 in
new taxes next year. This is money
middle class families need to pay their
own bills and put their own family
needs in order. The last thing we
should be doing is forcing middle class
families in New York to send more of
their money to Washington, D.C.

Let us do the right thing for the mid-
dle class. Let us extend the AMT ex-
emptions before the end of this year.

———
RECLAIMING AMERICA

(Mr. KUCINICH asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Speaker, the
budget bill attacks students and low-
income and middle class families. It
targets low and moderate income
Americans with $70 billion in new tax
cuts that will be included in the budg-
et, and those tax cuts favor the super
rich.

The tax cuts for the rich are placed
on the backs of students and their fam-
ilies. Under this bill, student bor-
rowers, already saddled with $17,500 in
debt, could be forced to pay up to an
additional $1,500 for his or her college
loans. The bill raises student loan in-
terest rate caps, raises borrower inter-
est rates and fees for consolidation
loans, and raises student loan taxes,
and puts billions of dollars in student
aid at risk by cutting all the critical
funds used to carry out and administer
student aid programs.

So we have more and more young
Americans who will not be getting a
college education, but they will be get-
ting a political education. If you do not
vote, the politicians in Washington will
ignore you, shove you aside, cut your
education funds. It is a call to young
Americans to get involved, register,
vote, and reclaim this country.

——————

RECOGNIZING LAURIN GROOVER’S
LATEST SUCCESS

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, President Teddy Roosevelt
once said that ‘““The best prize that life
has to offer is the chance to work hard
at work worth doing.”
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Throughout the past 11 years, Laurin
Groover, a native of Florence, South
Carolina, has done just that by work-
ing to improve the lives of countless
citizens of the second district of South
Carolina.

After graduating from the University
of the South in Sewanee, Tennessee,
Laurin began work in Washington as a
staff assistant with my predecessor,
the late Chairman Floyd Spence. Due
to her extensive knowledge of military
issues and strong work ethic, Laurin
has quickly risen through the ranks on
Capitol Hill. As Legislative Director in
the office, she has been instrumental in
protecting America’s and South Caro-
lina’s military installations and help-
ing American men and women in uni-
form win the war on Terrorism.

Although I am sad to announce that
Laurin is leaving the Hill, I am happy
to recognize her opportunity as a con-
sultant with the American Business
Development Group.

In conclusion, God bless our troops,
and we will never forget September 11.

———————

VICTIMIZING THE VICTIMS (AGAIN)

(Mr. DOGGETT asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. DOGGETT. Mr. Speaker, the
Bush Administration’s inability to deal
with natural disasters was dem-
onstrated once again yesterday when
the President’s buddies at FEMA sent
Thanksgiving greetings to the Katrina
victims: ‘“Hit the streets in two
weeks.”” The same ‘‘compassionate con-
servatism’ demonstrated during the
botched rescue is now being repeated in
the aftermath.

In addition to victimizing the vic-
tims again, this will leave cities across
Texas with a sudden increase in the
homeless population; cities like Austin
that are still owed over $2 million in
what the Federal Government prom-
ised to pay for the Katrina disaster.
While giving evacuees only two weeks
to leave, FEMA took three weeks to
issue the October 24 press announce-
ment.

Mr. President, I understand your des-
peration for the distraction offered by
foreign travel, but is it not time for
you to get home and address one of the
many failures of this Administration
for Americans?

———

HOME OWNERSHIP AND GROWING
ECONOMY—GOOD NEWS

(Mr. PRICE of Georgia asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Speaker,
our economy is continuing its move up,
with the housing market in the driver’s
seat. Since the 1990s, the housing mar-
ket has been on the rise, and last quar-
ter this increase was even bigger,
reaching record-breaking growth. This
is good news and something that we all
should applaud.

Mr. Speaker, this housing boom
should be creating a lot of news, and
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there are a few facts that you may not
have seen in your morning paper. New
homeowners have been able to build
hundreds of billions of dollars in equity
in ownership. Consumer spending has
increased, putting more and more dol-
lars back into our economy. New jobs,
that is an increase in jobs, has oc-
curred in each of the last 25 months.
And, of course, the increased rate of
homeownership to record levels have
helped millions of Americans realize
the American dream.

With a stronger economy and an in-
crease in jobs, the trend of continuous
economic growth should only grow
stronger in the months ahead. As we
approach Thanksgiving, we should all
give thanks for the incredible opportu-
nities we have in our Nation, opportu-
nities that give every American great-
er hope and optimism about their fu-
ture.

0 1015
SOCIAL SECURITY

(Mr. CARTER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, this year
the President of the United States,
George W. Bush, raised the issue and
started the great debate on Social Se-
curity. The American public learned
that our Social Security system is in
trouble, and they know that if we do
not do something, we are going to be
facing a crisis.

You can debate when that crisis is
going to happen, but no one now will
doubt that there is a crisis. I believe we
can dream a dream for an America in
which everyone can have a living
amount of money that they can retire
on. Right now, if Social Security is all
you have got, you are in trouble. It is
time for us to continue this debate.

It is time for us on both sides of the
aisle to come to the table and address
Social Security and come up with solu-
tions which will increase the amount of
available income to our retirees and to
our elderly, so that all people in Amer-
ica can live the American Dream, both
now and when they reach their golden
years. Let us not stop the debate on
Social Security. Let us continue to
look at this important issue.

————

TORTURE AMENDMENT

(Mr. UDALL of Colorado asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Mr. Speak-
er, it is said that actions speak louder
than words, but our reputation depends
on both. Fair or not, for people around
the world, the actions of a few Ameri-
cans at Abu Ghraib have left a stain on
America’s reputation and have made it
harder for us to win the war against
global jihadists. Erasing that stain and
protecting our soldiers will take both
respectable actions and credible words.
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I applaud the Senate for twice vot-
ing, once by a 90-9 tally and again by
voice vote, to set clear guidelines for
interrogating prisoners and to prohibit
techniques that do not meet Army reg-
ulations in the Geneva Conventions.
Making that the law will give credi-
bility to our words about our conduct.

If anyone knows about torture, it is
the senior Senator from Arizona. What
does he say? Senator MCCAIN says the
idea America could use torture is kill-
ing us. He says torture does not work.
It yields answers, but not necessarily
the truth. That is wrong, because as
Senator MCCAIN says, our men and
women in uniform are always, always
Americans and different, better, and
stronger than those who would destroy
us.
Mr. Speaker, our troops need clear
guidelines, and the Senate amendment
provides just that. The House should
take a stand and pass this important
amendment.

——————

JEFFREY WADSWORTH

(Mr. WAMP asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. WAMP. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to congratulate Dr. Jeffrey Wadsworth
on his induction into the National
Academy of Engineering. Election to
the academy is among the highest dis-
tinctions that the engineering profes-
sion can bestow. I can think of no one
more deserving of this honor.

Dr. Wadsworth is a world-renowned
metallurgist. He became a TUnited
States citizen and has had a distin-
guished career at Lockheed, Lawrence
Livermore National Lab, and Battelle
Memorial Institute. He has devoted
himself to finding ways of using
science and technology to improve our
Nation, compiling a stellar record of
contributions and earning numerous
awards.

Since 2003, Dr. Wadsworth has been
the director of the Oak Ridge National
Laboratory in Oak Ridge, Tennessee.
Under his leadership, the lab has con-
tinued as one of the world’s premier re-
search institutions for material
sciences and energy research. Dr.
Wadsworth was elected to the academy
in recognition of his research and lead-
ership in national defense and science
programs.

Congratulations to Dr. Jeffrey Wads-
worth on his induction into the Na-
tional Academy of Engineering and his
service to Oak Ridge, Tennessee.

Jeff, thank you for your many con-
tributions.

GOP BUDGET RECONCILIATION

(Mr. MEEKS of New York asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute.)

Mr. MEEKS of New York. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise this morning to tell my con-
stituents and the American people that
the raid is still in progress. The House
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Republican leadership continues its at-
tempt to further raid the Nation’s cof-
fers and rob our citizens of important
services.

Last week, Republicans had to pull
their budget reconciliation from the
House floor, temporarily preventing a
disastrous fiscal blow that will dig an
even deeper deficit hole. This week
they continue efforts to force through
Congress over $50 billion in cuts to im-
portant programs, including student
loans, Medicaid, child support and
child support enforcement. Despite
shameful attempts to disguise these
cuts and services as necessary tough
choices, the budget reconciliation
funds an additional $70 billion in mis-
guided tax cuts for the wealthy and ne-
glects the billions needed for Hurricane
Katrina reconstruction efforts.

Democrats are holding Republicans
accountable for enormously irrespon-
sible spending that has managed to
turn the surplus that the President in-
herited into an $8 trillion deficit. For-
tunately, there are a few honest Repub-
licans who know that the budget plan
will make the national debt worse by
adding an additional $20 billion to the
already record-high deficit. They know
they have lost their way with years of
increased spending and indefensible tax
cuts.

I hope that they stand strong and
may not do what is responsible or what
is popular in their conference, but do
what is right for the American people.

——————

MARY DEXTER SCANLON

(Mr. SHAW asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. SHAW. Mr. Speaker, today I rise
to honor Mrs. Mary Dexter Scanlon on
the occasion of her 100th birthday. On
November 21, 2005, she is celebrating
this milestone in this life with over 50
relatives and friends of the family who
will come across the country to her
home in Boca Raton, Florida.

Mary Louise Dexter, daughter of
Ralph and Carrie Dexter of English and
Swedish descent, grew up in Galva, Il1li-
nois. She assisted her father in bring-
ing the first telephone service to their
small rural town. She continued to
educate herself and left home to go to
New York City to attend Columbia
University and later went on to become
a teacher.

In her lifetime, Mary has been part of
much of this Nation’s history, living
through the Industrial Revolution, the
Roaring Twenties, World War I, the
Great Depression, World War II, and
her brother was born on the Fourth of
July. Mary is the proud mother of six
sons, six grandchildren and five great-
grandchildren. Mary’s spirit is high,
and her will to live every moment in
life is great as she makes new friends
each and every day.

Mr. Speaker, on behalf of three gen-
erations, I ask my colleagues in the
House to join me in wishing Mary Dex-
ter Scanlon a very happy 100th birth-
day.
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SUPPORTING CONSERVATION
EASEMENTS

(Mr. FITZPATRICK of Pennsylvania
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute.)

Mr. FITZPATRICK of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, today I will introduce leg-
islation to reaffirm Congress’ support
for conservation easements, one of the
most powerful and effective tools avail-
able for the permanent conservation of
private lands in the United States of
America.

I am proud to represent southeastern
Pennsylvania, a region that takes pride
in its heritage and the preservation of
its open spaces. However, in my dis-
trict, Mr. Speaker, land available for
preservation exceeds local resources.
That is why we need conservation ease-
ments. That is where partnerships be-
tween private landowners and con-
servation charities come into play. By
allowing landowners to receive a tax
incentive by using these easements to
donate the land for preservation char-
ities, the private sector can supple-
ment government attempts at land
preservation.

On January 27 of this year, Mr.
Speaker, the Joint Committee on Tax-
ation released recommendations to
limit the use of conservation ease-
ments by eliminating the charitable
contribution deduction with respect to
personal residence properties. In addi-
tion, the amount of charitable deduc-
tions for qualified properties would be
lowered from the current rate of 100
percent to 33 percent of the fair market
value of the easement. I, as well as
many of my colleagues here in the
House, feel that this would be a ter-
rible mistake.

Mr. Speaker, Congress should reaf-
firm its commitment to environmental
protection and historic preservation by
passing this resolution. I call on my
colleagues to review my legislation and
to support its passage.

———

DEFICIT REDUCTION ACT

(Mr. PITTS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, it is hard to
walk the Halls of Capitol Hill these
days without running into signs just
like this one, reminding us of the size
of our national debt, put outside their
doors by members of the Democrat
Blue Dog Coalition. Their message:
“It’s Time to Put Our Fiscal House in
Order, Reduce Our Deficit.”

I agree with them. And I am glad to
see this bipartisan support for deficit
reduction. By bringing the Deficit Re-
duction Act to the floor this week, the
Republican leadership has provided the
Blue Dogs with an opportunity to vote
for the very policy they promote with
their signs. The Deficit Reduction Act
would result in some $50 billion in
budget savings over 5 years. It is a sig-
nificant step in the right direction, and
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it is welcome policy for those of us
committed to fiscal responsibility.

If the owners of these signs are seri-
ous about debt reduction, then they
should vote for the Deficit Reduction
Act this week. Otherwise, their signs
are little more than false advertising
and ought to be taken down.

INTRODUCING LEGISLATION GIV-
ING FEMA AUTHORITY TO RE-
LEASE INFORMATION ABOUT
REGISTERED SEX OFFENDERS

(Mr. POE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. POE. When the First Lady of the
Gulf, Katrina, unloaded her wrath on
Louisiana and Mississippi, thousands of
people fled to my home State of Texas.
This evacuation brought in not only
good folks but it brought in registered
sex offenders to the communities and
neighborhoods of southeast Texas.
Now, 2%2 months later, many child mo-
lesters remain unaccounted for, lurk-
ing in the shadows, some waiting to at-
tack again innocent children.

The Houston Chronicle reported yes-
terday that almost 300 known sex of-
fenders from Louisiana have moved to
the Houston area alone since Hurricane
Katrina. None of them have been ac-
counted for.

Some of these sex offenders reg-
istered with FEMA and received Fed-
eral disaster assistance. So FEMA has
an address and a location of these reg-
istered sex offenders, but they will not
release the names to local law enforce-
ment. They are citing privacy reasons.
This defies common sense.

Sex offenders gave up their privacy
rights when they decided to rape and
molest children. It is for this reason
today I am filing legislation giving
FEMA the authority and the duty to
release this information about reg-
istered sex offenders to local law en-
forcement officials. The public has a
right to know who these people are.
Our children are in danger, and there
should be no red tape when it comes to
their safety.

That’s just the way it is.

——————

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.J. RES. 72, FURTHER CON-
TINUING APPROPRIATIONS, FIS-
CAL YEAR 2006

Mr. PUTNAM. Mr. Speaker, by direc-
tion of the Committee on Rules, I call
up House Resolution 558 and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 558

Resolved, That upon the adoption of this
resolution it shall be in order without inter-
vention of any point of order to consider in
the House the joint resolution (H.J. Res. 72)
making further continuing appropriations
for the fiscal year 2006, and for other pur-
poses. The joint resolution shall be consid-
ered as read. The previous question shall be
considered as ordered on the joint resolution
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to final passage without intervening motion
except: (1) one hour of debate equally divided
and controlled by the chairman and ranking
minority member of the Committee on Ap-
propriations; and (2) one motion to recom-
mit.

Sec. 2. House Resolution 542 is laid on the
table.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PETRI). The gentleman from Florida
(Mr. PUTNAM) is recognized for 1 hour.

Mr. PUTNAM. Mr. Speaker, for the
purpose of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to my neighbor and
friend, the gentleman from Florida
(Mr. HASTINGS), pending which I yield
myself such time as I may consume.
During consideration of this resolu-
tion, all time yielded is for the purpose
of debate only.

(Mr. PUTNAM asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PUTNAM. Mr. Speaker, House
Resolution 558 is a rule that provides
for consideration of House Joint Reso-
lution 72, making further continuing
appropriations for fiscal year 2006. As
we approach the end of the week and
the time that we will be taking in our
districts to celebrate the Thanksgiving
holiday, this particular rule and the
CR probably are among the least con-
troversial things that the gentleman
from Florida and I will discuss today. I
look forward to an abbreviated debate
on this.

The rule provides for 1 hour of debate
in the House equally divided and con-
trolled by the chairman and ranking
minority member of the Committee on
Appropriations. The rule waives all
points of order against consideration of
the joint resolution and provides one
motion to recommit.

I want to commend Chairman LEWIS,
Ranking Member OBEY, and the entire
Appropriations Committee in the
House for the determined effort this
year to avoid an omnibus spending bill.
This is something that unfortunately
has become a routine part of our end-
of-the-year appropriations process and
Chairman LEWIS under tremendous
leadership with a great committee be-
hind him has managed to avoid that
this year, in fact, setting almost a
record by completing all of the House’s
work on the appropriations process be-
fore July 4.
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The committee has practiced due
diligence and is working to pass each of
these bills individually rather than
having them attached as a train at the
end of the year. This continuing resolu-
tion is necessary because our friends on
the other side of the Rotunda are a lit-
tle bit further behind in their appro-
priations process and we are working
through the conference report stage.

This CR will allow the appropriators
to continue that conferencing work to
ensure that we have a clean appropria-
tions process where bills are moving in-
dividually in the regular order.

Today we are considering the Labor,
Health and Human Services and Edu-
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cation Appropriations Bill which leaves
just three outstanding appropriations
conference reports. The underlying res-
olution permits Congress to finish its
work and provide the President ade-
quate time to review the measures be-
fore signing them into law. H.J. Res. 72
simply extends the previous continuing
resolution through December 17.

In fact, Mr. Speaker, it is a one sen-
tence change, only shifting the date to
December 17 for the continuing oper-
ations for the government.

The CR is a clean continuation of
H.J. Res. 68, which passed the House in
September by a vote of 348-65, and
which funded programs and activities
at the lowest of the House-passed level,
the Senate-passed level or the fiscal
year 2005 current rate and included lan-
guage prohibiting agencies from re-
suming or initiating programs for pro-
curement not funded in FY 2005 and
prohibited agencies from awarding new
grants and other forms of assistance
during the period of continuing resolu-
tion.

Throughout the appropriations proc-
ess, the appropriators have dem-
onstrated their commitment to fiscal
responsibility by working within the
framework we established in the budg-
et resolution earlier this year. Again, I
want to express my gratitude to the
gentleman from California (Chairman
LEWIS), the ranking member, the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin (Mr. OBEY) and
the entire committee and staff of the
Appropriations Committee for their
hard work this year.

I urge Members to support the rules
and the underlying continuing resolu-
tion so we can finish the appropria-
tions process in regular order and con-
tinue on our way toward responsibly
funding the needs of America.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I thank my friend from
Florida (Mr. PuTNAM) for yielding me
time. I also thank him for bringing the
real Florida orange juice to the 7 a.m.
rules meeting this morning.

I oppose this closed rule, Mr. Speak-
er, and the underlying legislation. Mr.
Speaker, I wondered to myself earlier
this morning as the Rules Committee
majority members passed yet another
closed rule which stifles debate and
shuts off meaningful contributions
from Members of this Chamber.

What is the problem? Congress has
only had since January 3 of this year to
complete work on the 12 annual appro-
priations bills, the so-called ‘“‘must
pass bills’’> that Congress works on
every year.

In case anyone is unclear, so far the
President has signed only five of the 12
appropriations bills that must pass and
become law before September 30. De-
fense appropriations? Not done. Mili-
tary quality of life and Veterans Af-
fairs? Not done. Transportation, Treas-
ury, HUD? Not done. Of course, the bill
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which funds this very institution, the
legislative branch appropriations legis-
lation, well, we did that to protect our
branch.

And the sad part? No one is to blame
but the party in control. It is an irref-
utable fact, the last time that there
was sole Democratic control of Con-
gress and the White House, all 13 ap-
propriations bills were passed by Sep-
tember 30. We had a balanced budget.
And oh, yes, budget surpluses as far as
the eye at that time could see.

My, how times have changed. Now we
have debt as far as the eye can see and
disdain from much of the rest of the
world. The people here are the modern
day incarnations of Nero. The majority
fiddles while the Nation burns.

More than 45 days have passed since
Congress passed its last continuing res-
olution, 48 to be exact; and in that
time, Republicans have managed to
pass a measly three of the ten out-
standing appropriations bills at the
time of the last continuing resolution.
In baseball, their batting average
would be pretty good. But in the real
world where salaries and promotion are
based on accomplishments and con-
tributions, getting done 30 percent of
what you are supposed to get done is
absolutely abysmal. In any other job in
America, 30 percent would get you
fired. It should here too, Mr. Speaker,
and I hope America is paying atten-
tion.

So I ask, what in the world have the
majority Members been doing over the
last month and a half that they cannot
get these constitutionally-mandated
appropriations bills done on time?

We know that they have not dealt
with FEMA. I have been trying to get
them to deal with FEMA since the
agency messed up Florida recovery ef-
forts in the year 2004. And now look at
where their neglect got us. Republicans
have not dealt with the national secu-
rity leaks in the Bush White House.
They have not dealt with increasing
access to health care or investing in af-
fordable housing for low and moderate
incomes. They have not dealt with un-
employment in this Nation.

In fact, this morning the chairman of
the Rules Committee said to us that we
have ‘‘full employment’ in this Nation.
He identifies that as 6 percent. I guess
there is no one looking for a job in San
Dimas where he is from or the greater
Los Angeles area.

So forgive me, Mr. Speaker, if I feel
it unnecessary to grant Republicans
another 30 days to fix a problem that
they, one, created on their own, and
two, have shown zero ability that they
are capable of leading our country in a
responsibly fiscal manner.

The problem is not Hurricanes
Katrina or Wilma or other disasters. It
is not even the failing war in Iraq. The
problem Republicans have is their be-
loved tax cuts that 95 percent of the
people in this country barely benefit
from. Their problem is themselves and
their failed fiscal policies.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.
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Mr. PUTNAM. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Perhaps I misspoke earlier saying
that this would be the least controver-
sial item we would deal with this
morning. I recognize that we all had to
get up early to be at Rules this morn-
ing, and apparently it is affecting some
of our temperaments.

I would just point out that we fin-
ished all of the House’s work, and I
gave equal credit to both our chair-
man, the gentleman from California
(Mr. LEwWIS) and the rest of his com-
mittee and the ranking member, the
gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. OBEY),
who finished all of our work by July 4,
all of our appropriations processes in
regular order, in an individual manner
instead of having to bundle them up
into a train at the end of the legisla-
tive season.

To date, we have finished seven of
those 11 appropriations bills. We will
do the eighth in a couple of hours here
on this floor today, which leaves three
remaining waiting to be returned from
their conference work with the Senate.

So it is often said at times in the
House that your opposition is the other
party, but your enemy is the other
Chamber. And when it comes to the
enemy of time and being at the end of
the legislative calendar, that, unfortu-
nately, is the case with the appropria-
tions process that we are waiting on
regular order, the conference commit-
tees with the House and the Senate to
finish their work on those three re-
maining bills.

With respect to the gentleman’s con-
cerns about a closed rule, this is a con-
tinuing resolution that is one sentence
long. It funds the operations of govern-
ment from now until December 17. The
stifling of debate is nonexistent. There
are no speakers on either side for this.
The fact that it is a closed rule indi-
cates that there is really no other op-
tion about how to approach a con-
tinuing resolution other than should it
be December 16 instead of December 177

Would the gentleman have the CR ex-
pire on Thanksgiving Day when no one
will be in this Chamber to act to fund
the operations of the government so
that national parks remain open and
Social Security checks continue to go
out?

What would the amendments be that
the gentleman would offer if December
17 is an inadequate solution to funding
the operations of government until we
finish the three remaining conference
reports on appropriations?

To say that that is stifling democ-
racy is nothing more than hyperbole.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I would inform my good
friend from Florida that getting up for
a 7 a.m. Rules Committee does not
alter my temperament. The suggestion
that my colleagues on the other side of
the aisle should have completed their
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work by September 30 is mandated by
our responsibilities here in the House
of Representatives. And I find it dis-
ingenuous to speak of the other body,
which I heartily endorse what my col-
league said with reference to the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. LEWIS) in
this House of Representatives but the
other body is controlled by the major-
ity. The White House is controlled by
the majority. And it is y’all that have
it all. And so under the circumstances,
it is your responsibility to have done it
by September 30.

To answer the gentleman, what we
would have done perhaps if we did not
go home for Thanksgiving and take
Thanksgiving dinner up here. The gen-
tleman asks for another date or debate
about this continuing resolution,
doubtless what we would have been
able to do is stay here and that may
have lit a fire under some of the people
in the other body who need to get their
work done.

We have all sorts of problems in this
Nation and there is no reason for us
not to complete our work.

Mr. PUTNAM. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. I yield to
the gentleman from Florida.

Mr. PUTNAM. Just briefly, I respect
the gentleman’s observation that the
majority party in the Senate is the
party that I share, the Republican
party, but I learned a long time ago to
stop trying to answer for that Chamber
over there. That is a tough body to fig-
ure out. The gentleman knows as well
as I do that they tend to bog down in
the oratory and slow down on the ac-
tion.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO.)

Mr. PUTNAM. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Oregon
(Mr. DEFAZIO).

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentlemen for yielding me time.

Despite what the Member from Flor-
ida said, there are some who would like
to speak to this issue. He said what
does 30 days matter? Should it be 29?

Guess what? The Congress assembled
on behalf of the American people, and
this administration will borrow $1.3
billion a day every day for those 30
days. We will be $39 billion deeper in
debt a month from today.

What would we do if we had an open
rule? Well, perhaps we could make
some real cuts in wasteful programs in
the budget, instead of attacking the
vulnerable, the students, kids getting
lunches at school. They are just eating
too much. Kids in foster care, long
term care for seniors.

Maybe we could go where the real
money is. They asked Willie Sutton,
Why did you rob banks? Because that
is where the money is.

The Republicans do not want to go
where the money is because that is
where the special interests are, the
people who fund their campaign ma-
chine to keep them in the majority, to
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keep them borrowing $1.3 billion a day,
indebting the American people as far as
the eye can see.

What cuts might we have to make?
Well, let us see. The President has this
bizarre idea that we should borrow a
trillion dollars, one thousand billion
dollars to go to Mars while we cannot
meet the needs of people here on Earth,
here in the United States of America.
We do not have money for levees, jet-
ties. We do not have money for the
school lunch program. We do not have
money for student loans, but we should
borrow a trillion dollars to go to Mars.
But before that, let us borrow $100 bil-
lion to go back to the moon to get
some more dust. Great idea.

No, personally, I would like to have
an up or down vote on borrowing $100
billion to go back to the moon.

A few other things, let us revisit Star
Wars. The general in charge of Star
Wars gave us some very, very encour-
aging news. He said the system to pro-
tect us against missiles that will never
be fired against the United States be-
cause we could track them back and re-
taliate, they will smuggle a bomb in if
they want to attack us. But he said it
has a better than zero chance of work-
ing, better than zero after $100 billion
and abrogating the anti-missile treaty.
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Whoa, that is good. Well, maybe we
could visit that issue in an open rule.

How about corporate farm subsidies?
The American people are going to bor-
row around $25 billion this year to give
subsidies for surplus crops being grown
by corporate farmers and others. Well,
maybe we could visit that issue on the
floor. No, they would not want to touch
that. There is a lot of money coming in
there.

How about the $19 billion in the en-
ergy bill in subsidies to the oil indus-
try in the hope that they will take
money, borrowed by the taxpayers,
given to them to go out and explore? Of
course, those same o0il company execs,
of course they were not under oath, I
have got to admit that, said that that
money, the head of Exxon said it is
nothing, it is chump change, and it has
no effect on our operations. So maybe
we could take back that $19 billion and
spend it on lunch for hungry Kkids or
maybe we could put the money back
into the student loan program that you
want to cut out in the reconciliation
bill.

Then we have a few tax giveaways
out there, offshore companies like
Accenture, largest homeland security
contractor in the history of the United
States, $10 billion, who has moved their
headquarters to the Bahamas so they
will not pay any taxes in the United
States of America, but they are going
to defend us against foreign enemies,
but they just do not want to pay any
taxes here. I would like to be defended
against them and those giveaways.

Mr. PUTNAM. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. DEFAZIO. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Florida.
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Mr. PUTNAM. Mr. Speaker, the gen-
tleman clearly has come to the floor a
little bit early, because all of these
things are going to be eligible for de-
bate here in another several hours
when we move forward on our deficit
reduction package, and the gentleman
will have an opportunity to exercise
through his vote that savings process,
that deficit reduction process.

But I am just curious, in all the gen-
tleman’s rhetoric, what would you do
differently about the continuing reso-
lution that funds government through
December 17 until we finish our regular
appropriations process?

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, reclaim-
ing my time, I would schedule some up-
or-down votes on these sorts of major
cuts in a much expanded reconciliation
under an open rule.

Mr. PUTNAM. Mr. Speaker, if the
gentleman would further yield, does
the gentleman object to us funding the
government through December 17?

Mr. DEFAZIO. I object to borrowing
$1.3 billion a day between now and then
without any attempt at fiscal re-
straint.

Mr. PUTNAM. Would the gentleman
shut down the government to prevent
that from occurring?

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, that was
the ploy of your party. That is not
mine, but I would take the time to
keep Congress here.

What we are talking about is Con-
gress going on vacation, Congress
going away for 2 weeks, have Thanks-
giving at home, while we are taking
food out of the mouths of kids and de-
priving students of loans through the
reconciliation bill, borrowing $1.3 bil-
lion a day on behalf of the American
taxpayers and getting them by another
$39 billion. That is what we are talking
about.

On the reconciliation vote, if you
would bring the reconciliation bill up
as an open rule, you know that is a
closed rule, too. You are negotiating
cuts only with your side of the aisle.
You do not intend to get a single
Democratic vote; and the biggest cut in
the bill is student loans, the party of
opportunity. The second biggest cut in
the bill is Medicaid; dump those prob-
lems on the States and deprive people
of needed health care. Then, of course,
we have the cuts in food security and
other things in that bill.

But we are not going to be allowed to
offer amendments to cut Star Wars,
the return to the Moon for $100 billion,
corporate farm subsidies, tax give-
aways. We will not be allowed to offer
any amendments during the consider-
ation of that bill. I would stay here
through next week and have debate day
after day and go through a series of
amendments up or down on bringing
some fiscal responsibility to this Con-
gress.

Mr. PUTNAM. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

The gentleman is passionate about
his concern for the fiscal well-being,
but he is clearly misdirected in the
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sense that he will have an opportunity
to vote on a number of these deficit re-
duction measures, a number of these
savings, a number of these government
reform mechanisms; and he will have
the opportunity to present all of the
things that he talked about in his own
recommittal motion, which is a right
that has been granted to the minority
party.

So all of the things that he talked
about, all of the things that he objects
to, the sound agricultural policy that
guarantees that we continue to have
the safest, cheapest food supply in the
world, if you want to cut those things,
you can put it in your program. If you
do not like the fact that we are taking
Pell grants up, you could object to that
through your recommittal motion.

The point is that we are here today
debating the rule on the continuing
resolution of the government because
we have three regular order appropria-
tions bills yet to move, because I be-
lieve, to our credit and to this Cham-
ber’s credit, to the credit of the entire
House, we are not moving a last
minute omnibus choo-choo train that
all of us have to go home and then dis-
cover something in that that we are
not real terribly proud of. I think it is
a credit to the appropriators on both
sides of the aisle and a credit, frankly,
to both Chambers, and as the gen-
tleman from Florida has pointed out,
under Republican leadership, that are
bringing us 11 individual appropria-
tions bills that can be voted on up or
down.

You have an opportunity to make
your position publicly known on each
of those bills, rather than having
things stuffed into a last-minute train,
which all of us object to and which di-
minishes the status of the House.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

I join the gentleman from Oregon
(Mr. DEFAZIO), my colleague, in assert-
ing that we should stay here and com-
plete the task that is before us.

I say to my very good friend from
Florida that your and my chairman of
the Rules Committee speaking about
closed rules in another time made the
following statement, that closed rules
are anathema to democracy.

When you argue that we are going to
have time to do this, when we take the
budget deficit matter up, what you are
talking about is 1 hour on the rule, 1
hour on general debate, you say 2
hours, I will accept that, on general de-
bate, 10 minutes in the motion to re-
commit, and that then is what 435
Members and five delegates have that
they can deal with in terms of time.

The problems pointed out by my
friend from Oregon are significant, and
the things that you have heard me say
in the Rules Committee, the things
that disturb me and distress me most
are these things having to do with edu-
cation.
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No one can tell me that they are not
prepared to make the sacrifices for our
children to have afterschool programs;
and yet, what we are going to find in
that program are substantial cuts.
There are no afterschool programs in
the counties that I represent.

In Medicaid, it is no secret what is
about to happen. When we cut Med-
icaid, any way you cut it, you can slice
it, dice it any way you want, States,
get ready, because you are getting
ready to have a significant problem
with tax increases at that level.

What part of national sacrifice do we
not understand? What part of closed
rule that I heard so often in 1992 does
the majority not understand that that
does not give the Members of this body
the opportunity to come forward with
amendments that might make sense
with reference to fiscal responsibility
here in the House of Representatives?

Those are some of the issues.

Mr. Speaker, I have no additional
speakers and I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. PUTNAM. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I am prepared to close,
and we have kicked off quite a debate
here this morning. We know that it is
going to be a long day as we approach
the debate over the Labor, Health and
Human Services appropriations bill,
the ongoing debate over the continuing
resolution to fund our government, and
later today the deficit reduction pack-
age, which I dare say will not take food
from any child in America’s mouth, de-
spite the overheated rhetoric of the
gentleman from Oregon, respectfully
the gentleman from Florida and a num-
ber of others on that side of the aisle
who it would appear from their media
statements discuss in the salons and
parlors of the Beltway whether Repub-
licans hate children or old people more.

I dare say that as we bring up this
Deficit Reduction Act, which finally
for the first time since 1997 puts us
back on a serious track to finding sav-
ings not just in the discretionary side
of our spending but in the mandatory
side which makes up over half of Fed-
eral spending today and which slows
the rate of growth in government,
again, one of those Washington, D.C.-
style cuts, where budgets grow 7 per-
cent instead of 7.3 percent or they grow
6 percent instead of 6.3 percent, and we
find $560 billion worth of savings in a
$2.5 trillion per year budget.

So $50 billion in savings over 5 years
in what would then be a $14 trillion
pot. I think that almost any American
would say I think that my budget
growing 7 percent instead of 7.3 percent
is acceptable, and I dare say to my
friend from Florida, who represents,
among other counties, Palm Beach
County, Florida, the home of Lake
Worth Avenue among other places. I
think there are a number of counties
that would gladly trade their tax base
for his, and I would also say that I be-
lieve that somewhere in Palm Beach
County there is an afterschool program



H10512

of some shape or form. There must be
an afterschool program somewhere in
all of Palm Beach County, Florida.

I believe that as we move through
this debate it is important for us to be
responsible in our rhetoric and keep
our eyes on the ball, which is the loom-
ing fiscal crisis that is out there if Con-
gress does not have the courage to get
its arms around mandatory spending,
which is consuming Federal spending,
making up over 50 percent of it today
and two-thirds of Federal spending.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, will the gentleman yield just
for a quick correction?

Mr. PUTNAM. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Florida.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, that is Worth Avenue in Palm
Beach, not West Palm Beach. Our col-
league MARK FOLEY represents that
area, a Republican.

I represent Pahokee and Belle Glade,
which are also in Palm Beach, and you
are talking about no tax base. I just
want to have that correction made.

Mr. PUTNAM. Mr. Speaker, reclaim-
ing my time, the gentleman referred to
the entire county, not his piece of the
county, and I certainly am well aware
of Pahokee and Belle Glade and the
challenges that they have gone
through.

But I believe somewhere in your
county you have an afterschool pro-
gram.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. In private
schools.

Mr. PUTNAM. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time, and I
move the previous question on the res-
olution.

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PETRI). The question is on the resolu-
tion.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. PUTNAM. Mr. Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned.

———

WAIVING POINTS OF ORDER
AGAINST CONFERENCE REPORT
ON H.R. 3010, DEPARTMENTS OF
LABOR, HEALTH AND HUMAN
SERVICES, AND EDUCATION, AND
RELATED AGENCIES APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2006

Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. Speaker, by direc-
tion of the Committee on Rules, I call
up House Resolution 559 and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 559

Resolved, That upon adoption of this reso-
lution it shall be in order to consider the
conference report to accompany the bill
(H.R. 3010) making appropriations for the De-
partments of Labor, Health and Human Serv-
ices, and Education, and Related Agencies
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for the fiscal year ending September 30, 2006,
and for other purposes. All points of order
against the conference report and against its
consideration are waived. The conference re-
port shall be considered as read.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PETRI). The gentlewoman from West
Virginia (Mrs. CAPITO) is recognized for
1 hour.

Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. Speaker, for the
purpose of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentlewoman
from California (Ms. MATSUI), pending
which I yield myself such time as I
may consume. During consideration of
this resolution, all time yielded is for
the purpose of debate only.

Mr. Speaker, House Resolution 559 is
a rule which waives all points of order
against the conference report accom-
panying H.R. 3010 and against its con-
sideration. The rule provides that the
conference report shall be considered
as read.

Mr. Speaker, the underlying legisla-
tion is one of the most important
measures we consider each year. I
would like to congratulate the mem-
bers of the Appropriations Committee
for putting together a comprehensive
package that will improve the edu-
cation of our children, care for our sen-
iors and our underprivileged.

Mr. Speaker, I am happy to see that
since Republicans took control of Con-
gress, funding for the Department of
Education has doubled. More recently,
over the last 5 years, total education
spending has increased by nearly 50
percent. Our children will benefit from
an improved educational system that
will enhance their ability to succeed
and better prepare the next generation
of workers.

The fundamental root of all edu-
cation is reading. As a parent and a
former educator, the time I spent read-
ing with my children will be forever
cherished. Unfortunately, some of our
youth do not have that opportunity at
home. So included in this legislation is
$1 Dbillion for reading programs that
will enable States to eliminate the
reading deficit through scientific re-
search-based reading programs.

I am also very pleased that the TRIO
and GEAR UP programs are included in
this all important funding package.
These programs assist low-income,
first generation college students in
their transition from high school to
college. This is a difficult transition
for any student, but especially for
those who are the first in their families
to attend college. We must continue to
support programs like TRIO and GEAR
UP so that these students can continue
to flourish.

Mr. Speaker, another important re-
sponsibility we have is to ensure that
citizens have access to health care fa-
cilities and treatments. Included in
this legislation is a $66 million increase
in the Community Health Centers that
are so vitally important across the Na-
tion, but especially in rural States like
my home State of West Virginia.
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The National Institutes of Health
continues to serve our Nation well by
developing new treatments and cures
for the many diseases that plague our
society. With a total funding level of
$28.6 billion, the researchers at NIH
will be able to continue this mission so
that we become a healthier Nation and
global society.

A key aspect of a healthier society is
where all citizens have access to pre-
scription drugs, and I am proud to say
that as of November 15, just 2 days ago,
Medicare eligible beneficiaries have
been able to sign up for a prescription
drug plan under Medicare. The re-
sources provided in the underlying leg-
islation will allow the Centers for
Medicare and Medicaid services to
properly conduct an outreach effort
that will hopefully enroll every senior
that stands to benefit from this pro-
gram.

Mr. Speaker, we are all aware of the
challenges that could potentially face
all Americans in the coming winter, es-
pecially the high cost of natural gas. I
am pleased to say that the State for-
mula grants for the Low Income Home
Energy Assistance Program, known as
LIHEAP, are funded at $2 billion in
this legislation and an additional $1
billion will be included in the House
version of the budget reconciliation
bill.

As with any appropriations legisla-
tion, tough choices were made. These
choices are particularly difficult when
dealing with the sensitive areas of
health and education. The Appropria-
tions Committee allotted the available
resources in this bill in a manner that
emphasizes these programs most im-
portant to our Nation.

Mr. Speaker, this is solid legislation
that I believe all Members should be
able to support.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentlewoman from West Virginia
for yielding me the customary 30 min-
utes, and I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

(Ms. MATSUI asked and was given
permission to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, today we
consider House Resolution 559, the rule
allowing consideration of the con-
ference report accompanying the fiscal
year 2006 Labor HHS Education Appro-
priations bill. This legislation is the
clearest demonstration of the con-
tempt for the proper functioning of
this body and ultimately disrespect for
democracy.

The Labor HHS Education Appropria-
tions bill is an incredibly important
piece of legislation. It determines fund-
ing levels for job training programs,
community college programs, child
labor protections, and community
health centers.

This legislation is the primary fund-
ing vehicle for the National Institutes
of Health. It determines how our gov-
ernment approaches timely and impor-
tant issues like stem cell research,
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global AIDS research, pediatric medi-
cine, cancer research, and so many
other critical issues. It is also the prin-
cipal funder of some of the most inno-
vative and practical research going on
today at the universities and colleges
across the Nation.

In my home State of California, two
thirds of all basic research at the Uni-
versity of California system is from
Federal dollars. As examples using
these dollars, the university research-
ers found a way to differentiate Alz-
heimer’s from other dementia. They
are making strides on identifying genes
that cause specific cancers. They are
looking into factors that influence
brain development.

The reason I am pointing to all of
this is to underscore just how impor-
tant this legislation is to the daily
lives of our fellow Americans. And hav-
ing established that this bill is a cru-
cial bill for the health, welfare, edu-
cation, and prosperity of the American
people, I would ask my counterparts on
the Republican side of the aisle why on
earth is it that no one has seen this
conference report? Why is it that as of
this morning, this very morning, we
are scheduled to consider and vote
upon this legislation that no one in the
House of Representatives, with excep-
tion of a very few in the Republican
leadership, has even laid eyes on, much
less read or analyzed? We did not even
go into the Rules Committee to con-
sider this legislation until 7 o’clock
this morning under emergency rules.

The original version of this bill
passed the House months ago, and I
might remind my fellow Americans
that it was in this bill that the Repub-
lican leadership of this body tried to
quietly eliminate funding for the Pub-
lic Broadcasting System and Sesame
Street. Thankfully, under incredible
pressure they were forced to reverse
themselves.

And since then, this bill and its Sen-
ate companion have been locked away
in conference. A handful of appointees
of this Republican leadership have had
months to meet in smokey back rooms.
This select group decided for all of us
here today and for every American
family what should and should not be
in the final version of the bill. So with
that understanding, let me say that
this is, at best, a short-sided piece of
legislation.

No Child Left Behind funding is cut
by $784 million. The maximum Pell
Grant award is frozen for the 4th
straight year, and no new funding for
all other student financial aid and sup-
port programs is provided. The bill pro-
vides $4 billion less than Republicans
promised for special education through
IDEA. Training grants for health care
professionals are cut $206 million.

I want everyone in America to under-
stand exactly why these programs are
being cut. Because in the face of gross
fiscal mismanagement on the part of
this majority, they want to pass a $56
billion tax cut for wealthy Americans
this coming week. Over half of that
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money, $23 billion, will go to the very
wealthiest of Americans, those earning
over $1 million per year.

Now, I am certainly not suggesting
that there are not government pro-
grams that cannot be cut. But what we
are talking about are educational pro-
grams, health and safety programs, and
treatment programs that not only
work, but they work well for middle
class American families, and they are
being sacrificed for tax cuts for the
most wealthy and the super rich. The
rest of America is being left behind.

Mr. Speaker, in closing, we are facing
an increasingly costly war in Iraq, sig-
nificant and necessary hurricane relief
needs, and a looming crisis over avian
flu. The debate I urge my colleagues to
have, a debate not yet addressed by my
friends on the other side of the aisle, is
really about shared sacrifice and about
what the true priorities of the Amer-
ican people are.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I would like to point out that this
bill probably touches every single
American’s life. It is extremely impor-
tant because it is the broad reach of
education and health care, and these
are very complicated and large pro-
grams. And I want to congratulate the
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. REGULA),
chairman of the subcommittee, for the
intense work that he has done not only
on our side, but through the con-
ference.

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he
may consume to the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. REGULA).

(Mr. REGULA asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. REGULA. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentlewoman for yielding me this
time.

I want to compliment both speakers
from the Rules Committee. I think
they have described in many ways the
strength of this bill.

This bill illustrates the compassion
of America. And as has been pointed
out by both speakers, it touches the
lives of 280 million Americans in so
many different ways, their education,
health research to improve the quality
of their lives, perhaps illustrated by
the fact, as Dr. Zerhouni testified in
front of our committee, that every 5
years, life expectancy goes up 1 year in
the United States. That is a tremen-
dous gain and a tremendous promise
for the future.

And, likewise, we recognize the im-
portance of education. The future of a
nation is so much tied to that. Tom
Friedman, the writer for The New York
Times, in his book ‘“The World is
Flat,” points out that we will be enor-
mously challenged as a Nation in the
years ahead by other countries that are
spending a lot of money, a lot of en-
ergy, and a lot of human resources on
education, because they too recognize
that the winner of the future will be
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determined by the way in which they
can educate their people.

This bill I call the ‘‘good neighbor
policy” bill, because it means that we
are all good neighbors to each other.
And I think it does illustrate very
clearly that America is a compas-
sionate Nation, a compassionate peo-
ple, and they are willing to commit re-
sources to helping others. In the gen-
eral debate, we will mention some of
those things.

I would hope all of my colleagues
who are going to be voting on this bill
in the next couple or 3 hours would
take a look at what is in there and how
important many of these programs are
to the Americans. There are 500 pro-
grams covered in this bill, and each one
of them, in some way or another,
touches the quality of life of the people
of this Nation so that every American,
in one way or another, as pointed out
by the gentlewoman from California,
has a stake on this bill and what it
does in their lives. So, hopefully, we
will all reach the understanding and
support this bill.

Obviously, it may not have enough to
suit everybody in terms of commit-
ment of resources. Tough decisions
have to be made. Priorities have to be
decided. And what we tried to do on a
bipartisan basis in the subcommittee,
and we have a great group of members
that serve on this subcommittee from
both sides, is to make those very dif-
ficult priority judgments on behalf of
the American people. And as was point-
ed out by both of the previous speak-
ers, we have, hopefully, accomplished
that goal as best as possible given the
resources that were allocated.

Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentlewoman from New
York (Mrs. MALONEY).

Mrs. MALONEY. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentlewoman for yielding me
this time.

I rise in opposition to this bill and to
the rule.

Let it be known that November 17,
2005, is the day this Congress officially
forgot the heroes of 9/11. When we vote
on this conference report, we will be
taking away $1256 million promised to
sick 9/11 workers. This is money these
men and women were promised by this
Congress and by the President in 2001.
But now, in an era of misdirected prior-
ities, the President and this Congress
are snatching the money back.

In fact, this bill is full of misdirected
priorities when we consider that the
Republican leadership will spend more
on tax cuts this week, $70 billion, than
they will on education and labor pro-
grams for the entire coming year, $68
billion.
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You only start to realize how out of
touch this Congress is with the prior-
ities of the average American people. I
hear daily from Members of Congress
that we will never forget 9/11; but when
we turn a cold shoulder to the men and
women who were there for us in our
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greatest hour of need, I cannot in good
conscience vote for this bill.

The 9/11 responders are not asking for
much. All they are asking for is to be
treated with respect and dignity. They
rushed to Ground Zero with no concern
for their own safety. We were under at-
tack, and America needed help. They
responded; and as a result, many of
them are very sick now. The govern-
ment’s response has been to fight these
heroes every step of the way. Many

have had their claims denied or
wrapped up in red tape for months or
years.

Then when not all of the money was
spent in New York State, we are told
this is justification for taking it back,
even though the need is still great.
This shell game would be comical if it
were not so sad and so hard on the lives
of these people.

I know this decision today is not the
fault of the gentleman from Ohio
(Chairman REGULA). I understand that
his hands are tied on this issue. I would
also like to thank a fellow New Yorker,
Mr. WALSH. He has been an absolute
champion for this issue in the com-
mittee.

Despite their hard work and the work
of a united New York delegation,
united Democrats and Republicans, the
outcome today is not what it should
be. The one thing I know and I can
promise is that this fight is not over. I
speak for all of my colleagues on both
sides of the aisle, certainly in the New
York delegation, that we are not going
to stop until we meet the needs of the
heroes of 9/11 and this promised money
of $125 million is restored to the budg-
et. Anything short is just plain wrong,
and it hurts the health care of our he-
roes.

Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to talk a
little bit about some of the priorities,
particularly in the education section of
this bill. I have already mentioned the
TRIO and GEAR UP programs for first-
time college goers. Certainly those are
important programs in my State and
throughout the United States.

But let us look at something that we
are lacking across the Nation, and that
is in our math and sciences. There has
been special emphasis in this bill on
math and science partnerships so we
can train our future engineers to com-
pete globally.

The chairman spoke about how the
world is flat. Well, if we do not have
math and science education at the ele-
mentary and high school level, we are
not going to be able to compete in the
global market. So I am proud of the
$184 million that is going to help with
training teachers.

Special education is something that I
think touches many, many families
throughout the United States. We hear
a lot about that in our office, and I am
certain every Member’s office. In spe-
cial ed, this bill is funding over last
year’s budget $100 million. Will that
meet every need for every special ed
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student? No, unfortunately it will not,
and it cannot. But it will go towards
helping those families and that student
become a productive person in their
adult life.

Reading programs and improving
teacher quality programs. Certainly
the key to success in school is reading,
but the key to success in school is a
good teacher. We need to improve the
teacher quality and help our teachers
become not only as good as they can be
but even better. And that goes also to
the principals. There is a principal
shortage here in our country. We have
to work with our teachers so they want
to become principals and guide our
teachers to educate our children. Those
are some of the education priorities I
wanted to highlight in this bill.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of my time.

Mr. Speaker, this country is at a
critical crossroads in terms of deciding
what it stands for, what its priorities
are. Our priorities should be to make
decisions based on shared sacrifice and
a long-term view that seeks to fight for
the least powerful among us.

Unfortunately, this rule would allow
legislation with a shortsighted ap-
proach to come to the floor. All of us,
Democrats and Republicans, hope that
medical science will provide the break-
through to provide relief from a disease
which will ease a family member’s suf-
fering.

We all worry about whether rising
energy costs will force seniors to make
life-and-death decisions about where to
spend their limited resources.

And yet this conference report ig-
nores those very needs. It narrowly re-
stricts the future of all Americans so
that a very few might have a bit more
of a tax break. That is an approach
that I hope all Members will reject.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of my time.

Mr. Speaker, I urge all of my col-
leagues to support this fair rule and
the bipartisan underlying legislation
which funds critical dollars to our Na-
tion’s educational system, health care
delivery system, and as the gentle-
woman from California spoke so elo-
quently about, our health research
areas.

With this funding, low-income Amer-
icans will be better prepared for a po-
tentially long winter. It got a little
colder here today, and we know it is
going to continue to be cold as we
move through the winter; and this bill
provides $2 billion in LTIHEAP funding.
Our seniors will greatly benefit from
the money appropriated, allowing CMS
to conduct outreach to all Medicare
beneficiaries who are now able to sign
up for the new Medicare prescription
drug plan.

These are all important programs,
and there are others too numerous to
mention. I urge my colleagues to sup-
port the rule, support the legislation.
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Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time, and I move the previous
question on the resolution.

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PETRI). The question is on the resolu-
tion.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this question will be
postponed.

————————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, proceedings
will resume on questions previously
postponed.

Votes will be taken in the following
order:

Adoption of H. Res. 558, by the yeas
and nays;

Adoption of H. Res. 559, by the yeas
and nays;

Motion to suspend the rules on H.
Res. 500, by the yeas and nays.

The first electronic vote will be con-
ducted as a 15-minute vote. Remaining
electronic votes will be conducted as 5-
minute votes.

———

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.J. Res. 72, FURTHER CON-
TINUING APPROPRIATIONS, FIS-
CAL YEAR 2006

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
pending business is the vote on adop-
tion of House Resolution 558 on which
the yeas and nays are ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
question is on the resolution.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 407, nays 21,
not voting 5, as follows:

[Roll No. 595]

The

YEAS—407
Abercrombie Bishop (UT) Buyer
Ackerman Blackburn Calvert
Aderholt Blumenauer Camp
Akin Blunt Cannon
Alexander Boehlert Cantor
Allen Boehner Capito
Baca Bonilla Capps
Bachus Bonner Capuano
Baird Bono Cardin
Baker Boozman Cardoza
Baldwin Boren Carnahan
Barrett (SC) Boucher Carson
Barrow Boustany Carter
Bartlett (MD) Boyd Case
Barton (TX) Bradley (NH) Castle
Bass Brady (PA) Chabot
Bean Brady (TX) Chandler
Beauprez Brown (OH) Chocola
Berkley Brown (SC) Clay
Berman Brown, Corrine Cleaver
Berry Brown-Waite, Clyburn
Biggert Ginny Coble
Bilirakis Burgess Cole (OK)
Bishop (GA) Burton (IN) Conaway
Bishop (NY) Butterfield Costa
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Costello
Cramer
Crenshaw
Cubin
Cuellar
Culberson
Cummings
Cunningham
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
Davis (FL)
Davis (IL)
Davis (KY)
Davis (TN)
Davis, Jo Ann
Davis, Tom
Deal (GA)
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
DeLay
Dent
Diaz-Balart, L.
Diaz-Balart, M.
Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Doolittle
Doyle
Drake
Dreier
Duncan
Edwards
Ehlers
Emanuel
Emerson
Engel
English (PA)
Eshoo
Etheridge
Evans
Everett
Farr
Fattah
Feeney
Ferguson
Filner
Fitzpatrick (PA)
Flake
Foley
Forbes
Fortenberry
Fossella
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Gibbons
Gilchrest
Gillmor
Gingrey
Gohmert
Gonzalez
Goode
Goodlatte
Gordon
Granger
Graves
Green (WI)
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Gutierrez
Gutknecht
Hall
Harman
Harris

Hart
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Hayworth
Hefley
Hensarling
Herger
Herseth
Higgins
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hobson
Hoekstra
Holden
Holt
Hooley
Hostettler
Hoyer
Hulshof
Hunter
Hyde

Inglis (SC)
Inslee
Israel
Issa
Istook
Jefferson
Jenkins
Jindal
Johnson (CT)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Jones (OH)
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Keller
Kelly
Kennedy (MN)
Kennedy (RI)
Kildee
Kilpatrick (MI)
Kind
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Kline
Knollenberg
Kolbe
Kuhl (NY)
LaHood
Langevin
Lantos
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Leach
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lucas
Lungren, Daniel
E

Lynch
Mack
Maloney
Manzullo
Marchant
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy
McCaul (TX)
McCollum (MN)
McCotter
McCrery
McDermott
McGovern
McHenry
McHugh
McIntyre
McKeon
McKinney
McMorris
McNulty
Meehan
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Menendez
Mica
Michaud
Millender-

McDonald
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, Gary
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (KS)
Murphy
Murtha
Musgrave
Myrick
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Neugebauer
Ney
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Northup
Norwood
Nunes
Nussle
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Osborne
Otter
Owens
Oxley
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Paul
Payne
Pearce
Pelosi
Pence
Peterson (MN)
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Pickering
Pitts
Platts
Poe
Pomeroy
Porter
Price (GA)
Price (NC)
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Radanovich
Rahall
Ramstad
Rangel
Regula
Rehberg
Reichert
Renzi
Reyes
Reynolds
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Ross
Rothman
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Sabo
Salazar
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sanders
Saxton
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schmidt
Schwartz (PA)
Schwarz (MI)
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Shadegg
Shaw
Shays
Sherman
Sherwood
Shimkus
Shuster
Simmons
Simpson
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Sodrel
Solis
Souder
Spratt
Stearns
Strickland
Sullivan
Sweeney
Tancredo
Tanner

Tauscher Van Hollen Weldon (PA)
Taylor (MS) Velazquez Weller
Taylor (NC) Visclosky Westmoreland
Terry Walden (OR) Whitfield
Thomas Walsh Wicker
Thompson (CA) Wamp Wilson (NM)
Thompson (MS) Wasserman Wilson (SC)
Thornberry Schultz Wolf
Tiahrt Waters Woolse:
Tiberi Watson Wenn v
Tierney Watt
Towns Waxman Young (AK)
Turner Weiner Young (FL)
Upton Weldon (FL)
NAYS—21
Andrews Grijalva Markey
Becerra Hastings (FL) Miller, George
Conyers Honda Stupak
Cooper Jackson (IL) Udall (CO)
Crowley Jackson-Lee Udall (NM)
DeFazio (TX) wu
Ford Kucinich
Frank (MA) Lee
NOT VOTING—5
Boswell Pombo Wexler
Moran (VA) Stark
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Mr. FORD changed his vote from

“yea.” to “nay.”

Mr. REYNOLDS, Ms. SOLIS, and Mr.
SKELTON changed their vote from
“nay’’ to “‘yea.”

So the resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
CAPITO). Pursuant to the rule, House
Resolution 542 is laid on the table.

———

WAIVING POINTS OF ORDER
AGAINST CONFERENCE REPORT
ON H.R. 3010, DEPARTMENTS OF
LABOR, HEALTH AND HUMAN
SERVICES, AND EDUCATION, AND
RELATED AGENCIES APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2006

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
pending business is the vote on adop-
tion of House Resolution 559 on which
the yeas and nays are ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the resolution. This will
be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 244, nays
185, not voting 4, as follows:

[Roll No. 596]

YEAS—244
Aderholt Boustany Cramer
Akin Bradley (NH) Crenshaw
Alexander Brady (TX) Cubin
Bachus Brown (S0) Cuellar
Baker Brown-Waite, Culberson
Barrett (SC) Ginny Cunningham
Bartlett (MD) Burgess Davis (KY)
Bass Burton (IN) Davis, Jo Ann
Beauprez Buyer Davis, Tom
Biggert Calvert Deal (GA)
Bilirakis Camp DeGette
Bishop (GA) Cannon DeLay
Bishop (UT) Cantor Dent
Blackburn Capito Diaz-Balart, L.
Blunt Carter Diaz-Balart, M.
Boehlert Castle Doolittle
Boehner Chabot Drake
Bonilla Chocola Dreier
Bonner Coble Duncan
Bono Cole (OK) Ehlers
Boozman Conaway Emerson

English (PA)
Everett
Feeney
Ferguson
Fitzpatrick (PA)
Flake

Foley
Forbes
Fortenberry
Fossella
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Gibbons
Gilchrest
Gillmor
Gingrey
Gohmert
Goode
Goodlatte
Gordon
Granger
Graves
Green (WI)
Gutknecht
Hall

Harris

Hart
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Hayworth
Hefley
Hensarling
Herger
Hinojosa
Hobson
Hoekstra
Hostettler
Hulshof
Hunter
Hyde

Inglis (SC)
Issa

Istook
Jenkins
Jindal
Johnson (CT)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Kanjorski
Keller

Kelly
Kennedy (MN)
Kind

King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk

Abercrombie
Ackerman
Allen
Andrews
Baca

Baird
Baldwin
Barrow
Bean
Becerra
Berkley
Berman
Berry
Bishop (NY)
Blumenauer
Boren
Boucher
Boyd

Brady (PA)
Brown (OH)
Brown, Corrine
Butterfield
Capps
Capuano
Cardin
Cardoza
Carnahan
Carson
Case
Chandler
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Conyers
Cooper

Kline
Knollenberg
Kolbe
Kuhl (NY)
LaHood
Latham
LaTourette
Leach
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
LoBiondo
Lucas
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Mack
Manzullo
Marchant
McCaul (TX)
McCotter
McCrery
McHenry
McHugh
McKeon
McKinney
McMorris
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, Gary
Mollohan
Moran (KS)
Murphy
Murtha
Musgrave
Myrick
Neugebauer
Ney
Northup
Norwood
Nunes
Nussle
Oberstar
Osborne
Otter
Oxley
Paul
Pearce
Pence
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Pickering
Pitts
Platts
Poe
Pombo
Porter
Price (GA)
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Radanovich

NAYS—185

Costa
Costello
Crowley
Cummings
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
Davis (FL)
Davis (IL)
Davis (TN)
DeFazio
Delahunt
DeLauro
Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle
Edwards
Emanuel
Engel
Eshoo
Etheridge
Evans
Farr
Fattah
Filner
Ford
Frank (MA)
Gonzalez
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Harman
Hastings (FL)
Herseth
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Ramstad
Regula
Rehberg
Reichert
Renzi
Reynolds
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Royce
Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Saxton
Schmidt
Schwarz (MI)
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Shadegg
Shaw
Shays
Sherwood
Shimkus
Shuster
Simmons
Simpson
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Sodrel
Souder
Stearns
Sullivan
Sweeney
Tancredo
Taylor (NC)
Terry
Thomas
Thornberry
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Turner
Upton
Walden (OR)
Walsh
Wamp
Wasserman
Schultz
Weldon (FL)
Weldon (PA)
Weller
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Wicker
Wilson (NM)
Wilson (SC)
Wolf
Wu
Young (FL)

Higgins
Hinchey
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hooley
Hoyer
Inslee
Israel
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jefferson
Johnson, E. B.
Jones (OH)
Kaptur
Kennedy (RI)
Kildee
Kilpatrick (MI)
Kucinich
Langevin
Lantos
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lee
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lipinski
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lynch
Maloney
Markey
Marshall
Matheson
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Matsui Payne Slaughter
McCarthy Pelosi Snyder
McCollum (MN)  Peterson (MN) Solis
McDermott Pomeroy Spratt
McGovern Price (NC) Strickland
MclIntyre Rahall Stupak
McNulty Rangel Tanner
Meehan Reyes Tauscher
Meek (FL) Rogers (AL) Taylor (MS)
Mok O R e Thompon
Menendez Roybal-Allard ghompson M)

: ierney
Michaud Ruppersberger Towns
Millender- Rush Udall (CO)

McDonald Ryan (OH)
Miller, George Sabo Udall (NM)
Moore (KS) Salazar Van Hollen
Moore (WI) Sanchez, Linda Vglazquez
Nadler T. Visclosky
Napolitano Sanchez, Loretta Waters
Neal (MA) Sanders Watson
Obey Schakowsky Watt
Olver Schiff Waxman
Ortiz Schwartz (PA) Weiner
Owens Scott (GA) Wexler
Pallone Scott (VA) Woolsey
Pascrell Sherman Wynn
Pastor Skelton Young (AK)

NOT VOTING—4
Barton (TX) Moran (VA)
Boswell Stark
0O 1203

Mr. HIGGINS changed his vote from
“‘yea’ to ‘“‘nay.”

So the resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

CAPITOL POLICE-CONGRESS GRID-
IRON CLASSIC RAISES $40,000 FOR
CHARITY

(Mr. RENZI asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. RENZI. Could I ask our Sergeant
at Arms, Mr. Livingood, to join us here
in the well, please.

Mr. Speaker, last night at Gallaudet
University on their gridiron, a group of
Republicans and Democrats in bipar-
tisan fashion came together and a lit-
tle magic took place. A group of ragtag
old football players among the cold and
the rain and the blood and the guts
went against the Capitol Police, some
20 years younger, some 7 inches taller,
some 50 pounds heavier, and we won,
14-14.

But what also took place was that a
bunch of United States Congressmen
and other friends on this Hill who both
played and did not play raised over
$40,000 for the families of those police
officers who gave their lives to protect
each and every one of us. We were
coached in probably what might be his
last game by the legendary Coach ToMm
OSBORNE of Nebraska. It really, truly
shows that when Republicans and
Democrats come together, no matter
what, we can fight for a great cause
and nobody can beat us.

On behalf of all our colleagues, Mr.
Livingood, this is for you guys, you can
keep it for 6 months, and then we want
it in the Speaker’s lobby.

Thank you so much.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PETRI). Without objection, 5-minute
voting will continue.

There was no objection.

———

RECOGNIZING THE 60TH ANNIVER-
SARY OF THE DISAPPEARANCE
OF THE 5 NAVAL AVENGER TOR-
PEDO BOMBERS OF FLIGHT 19

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and agreeing to the
resolution, H. Res. 500, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from Virginia (Mrs.
Jo ANN DAVIS) that the House suspend
the rules and agree to the resolution,
H. Res. 500, as amended, on which the
yeas and nays are ordered.

This will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 420, nays 2,
not voting 11, as follows:

[Roll No. 597]

YEAS—420

Abercrombie Capps English (PA)
Ackerman Capuano Eshoo
Aderholt Cardin Etheridge
Akin Cardoza Evans
Alexander Carnahan Everett
Allen Carson Farr
Andrews Carter Fattah
Baca Case Feeney
Bachus Castle Ferguson
Baird Chandler Filner
Baker Chocola Fitzpatrick (PA)
Baldwin Clay Flake
Barrett (SC) Cleaver Foley
Barrow Clyburn Forbes
Bartlett (MD) Coble Fortenberry
Barton (TX) Cole (OK) Fossella
Bass Conaway Frank (MA)
Bean Conyers Franks (AZ)
Beauprez Cooper Frelinghuysen
Becerra Costa Gallegly
Berkley Costello Garrett (NJ)
Berman Cramer Gerlach
Berry Crenshaw Gibbons
Biggert Crowley Gilchrest
Bilirakis Cubin Gillmor
Bishop (GA) Cuellar Gingrey
Bishop (NY) Culberson Gonzalez
Bishop (UT) Cummings Goode
Blackburn Cunningham Goodlatte
Blumenauer Davis (AL) Gordon
Blunt Davis (CA) Granger
Boehlert Dayvis (FL) Graves
Boehner Davis (IL) Green (WI)
Bonilla Davis (KY) Green, Al
Bonner Dayvis (TN) Green, Gene
Bono Davis, Jo Ann Grijalva
Boozman Davis, Tom Gutierrez
Boren Deal (GA) Gutknecht
Boucher DeFazio Hall
Boustany Delahunt Harman
Boyd DeLauro Harris
Bradley (NH) DeLay Hart
Brady (PA) Dent Hastings (FL)
Brady (TX) Diaz-Balart, L. Hastings (WA)
Brown (OH) Diaz-Balart, M. Hayes
Brown (SC) Dicks Hayworth
Brown, Corrine Dingell Hefley
Brown-Waite, Doggett Hensarling

Ginny Doolittle Herger
Burgess Doyle Herseth
Burton (IN) Drake Higgins
Butterfield Dreier Hinchey
Buyer Duncan Hinojosa
Calvert Edwards Hobson
Camp Ehlers Hoekstra
Cannon Emanuel Holden
Cantor Emerson Holt
Capito Engel Honda
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Hooley
Hostettler
Hoyer
Hulshof
Hunter
Hyde
Inglis (SC)
Inslee
Israel
Issa
Istook
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jefferson
Jenkins
Jindal
Johnson (CT)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Jones (OH)
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Keller
Kelly
Kennedy (MN)
Kennedy (RI)
Kildee
Kilpatrick (MI)
Kind
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kline
Knollenberg
Kucinich
Kuhl (NY)
LaHood
Langevin
Lantos
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Leach
Lee
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lucas
Lungren, Daniel
E

Lynch
Mack
Maloney
Manzullo
Marchant
Markey
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy
McCaul (TX)
McCollum (MN)
McCotter
McDermott
McGovern
McHenry
McHugh
McIntyre
McKeon
McKinney
McMorris
McNulty
Meehan
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Melancon

Gohmert

Boswell
Chabot
DeGette
Ford
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Menendez
Mica
Michaud
Millender-
McDonald
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (KS)
Murphy
Murtha
Musgrave
Myrick
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Neugebauer
Ney
Northup
Norwood
Nunes
Nussle
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Osborne
Otter
Owens
Oxley
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Paul
Payne
Pearce
Pelosi
Pence
Peterson (MN)
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Pickering
Pitts
Platts
Poe
Pombo
Pomeroy
Porter
Price (GA)
Price (NC)
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Radanovich
Rahall
Ramstad
Rangel
Regula
Rehberg
Reichert
Renzi
Reyes
Reynolds
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Ross
Rothman
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Sabo
Salazar
Sanchez, Linda
T

Sanders
Saxton
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schmidt
Schwartz (PA)
Schwarz (MI)
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Shadegg
Shaw
Shays
Sherman
Sherwood
Shimkus
Shuster
Simmons
Simpson
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (NJ)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Sodrel
Solis
Souder
Spratt
Stark
Stearns
Strickland
Stupak
Sullivan
Sweeney
Tancredo
Tanner
Tauscher
Taylor (MS)
Taylor (NC)
Terry
Thomas
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thornberry
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Tierney
Towns
Turner
Udall (CO)
Udall (NM)
Upton
Van Hollen
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walden (OR)
Walsh
Wamp
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson
Watt
Waxman
Weiner
Weldon (FL)
Weldon (PA)
Weller
Westmoreland
Wexler
Whitfield
Wicker
Wilson (NM)
Wilson (SC)
Wolf
Woolsey
Wu
Wynn
Young (AK)

Sanchez, Loretta Young (FL)

NAYS—2
Kirk

NOT VOTING—I11

Foxx
Johnson (IL)
Kolbe
McCrery
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Moran (VA)
Nadler
Smith (TX)

So (two-thirds of those voting having
responded in the affirmative) the rules
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were suspended and the resolution was
agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated for:

Mr. KOLBE. Mr. Speaker, on November 17,
| missed the vote on H.R. 500, Recognizing
the 60th anniversary of the disappearance of
the 5 naval Avenger torpedo bombers of Flight
19 and the naval Mariner rescue sent to
search for Flight 19 (#597). | intended to vote
“aye.”

———

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. KIRK. Mr. Speaker, | rise to correct the
RECORD. On rollcall no. 597, | was listed as
voting against H. Res. 500. This was an error
and | intended to vote in favor of the resolu-
tion. | would ask that this clarification appear
in the appropriate part of the RECORD.

——————

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. LEWIS of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that all
Members may have 5 legislative days
within which to revise and extend their
remarks and include extraneous mate-
rial on H.J. Res. 72.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BASS). Is there objection to the request
of the gentleman from California?

There was no objection.

———

FURTHER  CONTINUING APPRO-
PRIATIONS, FISCAL YEAR 2006

Mr. LEWIS of California. Mr. Speak-
er, pursuant to House Resolution 558, I
call up the joint resolution (H.J. Res.
72) making further continuing appro-
priations for the fiscal year 2006, and
for other purposes, and ask for its im-
mediate consideration.

The Clerk read the title of the joint
resolution.

The text of the joint resolution is as
follows:

H.J. RES. 72

Resolved by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled, That Public Law 109-77 is
amended by striking the date specified in
section 106(3) and inserting the following:
“December 17, 2005”°.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 558, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. LEWIS) and
the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr.
OBEY) each will control 30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California (Mr. LEWIS).

Mr. LEWIS of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, I do not intend to con-
sume much time at all. This is a con-
tinuing resolution that simply includes
a change of date extending our work
through December 17 in order to give
the President and others enough time
to review these conference reports and
other pieces of legislation being sent to
the administration in rapid fire.
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Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self 10 minutes.

Mr. Speaker, I will not take very
long on this bill either, but I do think
it is important to take note of a few
facts.

At the beginning of this year, it was
made quite clear by the majority that
they desired to finish all appropria-
tions bills on time and that there be no
omnibus appropriations bill lumping
all kinds of disassociated items into
the same package.

We on the minority side of the aisle
have provided procedural cooperation
at virtually every step of the way. We
have provided time limits on debate on
virtually every bill that we were asked
to provide them. Those time limits
were sometimes stringent and they
met with objection from a number of
Members. We provided unanimous con-
sent so that the scheduling of legisla-
tion could be accelerated on numerous
occasions. And despite that fact, today
some 6 weeks into the fiscal year, we
have four bills which are still not fin-
ished. Those bills are the Treasury,
Transportation, HUD bill, the military
quality of life bill, the Labor, Health,
Education and Social Services bill, and
the defense appropriations bill. To-
gether, those four bills, which we have
yvet to complete, represent 78 percent of
appropriated financing for the coming
year.

Why are we still not finished? It is
certainly not because of any failure on
the part of the Appropriations Com-
mittee. The Appropriations Committee
kept to its schedule and every bill was
passed earlier than almost any year
that I can recall. And yet we are here
with so much unfinished business on
the appropriations side of the ledger.

The reason I think is very clear. De-
spite the fact that the White House,
the Senate and the House are all under
control of the majority party, despite
that fact we have reached this delay
and are forced once again to seek an-
other continuing resolution.

The reason that has occurred, in my
view, is because the budget resolution
was so skewed in favor of the ideolog-
ical right within the majority party
caucus that in the end, even a number
of Republican moderates have not
wanted to vote for some of these bills,
most especially in the Senate. And we
find that even Republican committee
chairmen, like Senator SPECTER, have
described one of the bills as being to-
tally inadequate to its responsibilities.

This country is in the middle of
fighting a war. That war has a huge
cost, and yet the Republican majority
is in pursuit of its goal of providing
huge tax cuts, a huge percentage of
which will be put into the pockets of
the most wealthy people in this coun-
try. Their desire to do that has led
them to a willingness to borrow what-
ever it takes in order to put the money
in those pockets and then use the re-
sulting deficit as a reason to cut back
on a number of other bills.
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They use it as a reason to make sig-
nificant cuts in education, in health, in
science, environmental protection and
the rest, and then pretend that the cost
of Katrina is what made them do it,
when, in fact, the cost of tax cuts for
persons in the top 1 percent of income
in this country over the next decade
will cost about 10 times as much as the
cost of Katrina.

So then we are forced because of the
squeeze, we are forced to endure delays,
and we have to bring forward a con-
tinuing resolution such as we are doing
today. And I would point out that after
we have gone through all of this effort,
we, in the end, are probably still going
to be stuck with an omnibus appropria-
tions bill at the end, despite the fact
that the majority party indicated they
were going to move heaven and Earth
in order to avoid such an eventuality.

The game plan apparently is to try to
pass three appropriations bills yet this
week, and then that will leave us in
December with the defense appropria-
tions bill, and evidently the intention
at this point is to attach everything
but the kitchen sink to that bill so
that we will, in effect, have a recreated
omnibus.

It is my understanding that the peo-
ple expect to attach the bird flu appro-
priations, the appropriations for
Katrina supplemental, and every other
special deal that somebody can conjure
up and attach it to the defense bill, and
then hide it behind the skirts of mili-
tary spending.

The betting is that Members will
want to support funding for the troops
and so they will vote for whatever
other garbage is attached to that bill
by way of nongermane items. That, I
think, would be a dysfunctional result,
but that appears to be where we are
headed. It could be avoided if the ma-
jority had chosen to be a little less ide-
ological, if they had chosen to pull the
rubber band just a little less tightly,
and if they had chosen to cross the
aisle and work in a bipartisan fashion
on taxes, on spending, and on other
items that affect the shape and nature
of the budget. We have not seen that,
and so that is why we are here today
with the necessity to pass a continuing
resolution.

I will vote for the continuing resolu-
tion at this point because we need to
keep the government open, but I am
certainly not very pleased with how we
have gotten here.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. LEWIS of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All time
for debate has expired.

The joint resolution is considered
read for amendment and pursuant to
House Resolution 558, the previous
question is ordered.

The question is on the engrossment
and third reading of the joint resolu-
tion.

The joint resolution was ordered to
be engrossed and read a third time, and
was read the third time.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the passage of the joint
resolution.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. LEWIS of California. Mr. Speak-
er, on that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned.

———
GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. REGULA. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include tabular and extra-
neous material on the conference re-
port to accompany H.R. 3010.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Ohio?

There was no objection.

————

DEPARTMENTS OF LABOR,
HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES,
AND EDUCATION, AND RELATED
AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS
ACT, 2006

Mr. REGULA. Mr. Speaker, pursuant
to House Resolution 559, I call up the
conference report on the bill (H.R. 3010)
making appropriations for the Depart-
ments of Labor, Health and Human
Services, and Education, and related
agencies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2006, and for other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 559, the con-
ference report is considered read.

(For conference report and state-
ment, see proceedings of the House of
November 17, 2005, at page H10383.)

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. REGULA) and
the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr.
OBEY) each will control 30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Ohio (Mr. REGULA).

Mr. REGULA. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, today I think we are
going to do a bill that will make us
proud to be Americans. Why do I say
proud to be Americans? Because 1
think this bill, more than any other, il-
lustrates the compassion of the Amer-
ican people. Why do we say that? Let
me give you some examples that are in
this bill and are funded.
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Special education, programs to help
young people that are disabled for
many different reasons. It is a matter
of caring for them.

Centers for Disease Control, an agen-
cy that is in 43 countries around the
world watching out for us. We hear a
lot about avian flu. We worry about
avian flu, but the people that are really
doing this are Americans in the Cen-
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ters for Disease Control team that is
out there in these 43 Nations, ready to
stand by and alert us if it becomes a
greater problem.

Education. The number one challenge
of government today is to educate peo-
ple to compete in the world of tomor-
row. If you read the literature, you find
more and more emphasis on the impor-
tance of education if a nation is to re-
main strong, if a nation is to provide a
standard of living that the people ex-
pect, that we are used to enjoying in
this country. The competition is going
to get tougher in the years ahead. You
only need to read Tom Friedman’s
book ‘“The World is Flat’ in which it is
pointed out how much is happening or
talk to people that have traveled, as is
the case of my State superintendent, to
countries in the Far East, and realize
how much emphasis is being put on
education. We in the United States
need to do the same, and this bill rec-
ognizes that.

Education, going back to Thomas
Jefferson, was designed to give all
Americans through a system of public
education, an equal opportunity to
their future.

Head Start. It is another program
under education where we say to chil-
dren from areas and schools and homes
where they may not get somebody
reading to them, may not have a
chance to get that head start they need
going into the school program. Our au-
thorizing committee, I think, took a
giant step forward on Head Start in au-
thorizing it to become more than just a
welfare program, as was originally en-
visioned, but actually providing that
people that man the Head Start pro-
gram have some experience in edu-
cation, that they do more than teach.
The literature makes it very clear that
education does not start at the first
grade or even for that matter in the pe-
riod ahead of that. It starts early,
early on, and Head Start is another ex-
ample of the compassion of America.

National Institutes of Health. We
fund that in this bill. This is an agency
that 1is researching, finding cures.
Every Member I am sure has had par-
ents in his office with a child with ju-
venile diabetes or with a parent with
Alzheimer’s, pleading with us to do
more in medical research, to find
cures; and this, again, illustrates the
compassion of America. We have more
than doubled the amount of money
going to NIH in the last several years
because we recognize that this is key
to the health of America, to find cures,
to find new ways to address the con-
cerns of the people that all of us have
seen in our office who are pleading
with us to do something.

This bill has 500 programs in it, 500
programs that help Americans, and in
many different ways.

Math and science, I have here a re-
port just put out by a group commis-
sioned by two Senators and two House
Members, and it is entitled ‘‘Rising
Above the Gathering Storm.” Think
about that title: ‘‘Rising Above the
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Gathering Storm.” What is the gath-
ering storm? The gathering storm is
the inability to compete as a Nation,
and the thrust of this report is to rise
above that. Their number one rec-
ommendation is an increase in Amer-
ica’s talent pool by vastly improving
K-12 science and mathematics edu-
cation.

We make that kind of a commitment
in this bill. We do give extra funding
for math and science and recognize
that in the world of tomorrow for our
young people to compete they need to
have that background.

Meals on Wheels, another example of
compassion. If you have talked with
people that work in this program,
mostly volunteers who take out these
meals, that allows seniors to stay in
their homes for a longer period of time,
that allows them to see somebody if
they are living alone maybe once a day
or more often in the week, a wonderful
program in terms of caring about peo-
ple.

Afterschool programs, we fund those,
and those of you who live particularly
in the big cities realize how important
that is. I talked this morning with a
young man that is running an after-
school program in the gentleman from
Pennsylvania’s (Mr. SHERWOOD) dis-
trict, a member of our committee,
where he said how much they can help
people with their afterschool programs.

There are moneys in here to roll out
the prescription drug program because
we have a responsibility in this com-
mittee to provide for the administra-
tion of these programs.

Global AIDS. Global AIDS is in this
bill, $100 million to address, along with
the money in the foreign operations
bill that again is very, very important;
and I think we can be proud to be
Americans.

That is what I said at the outset. I
say it again, that when you look at
what we have funded in this bill, we
have funding in this bill for 280 million
Americans and over many billions of
dollars to address the needs of people,
that addresses things that are very im-
portant in their lives. I urge all the
Members, before you rush to judgment
on this bill, realize that we are in this
bill doing a lot of good things for
American citizens. Maybe it is not as
much as you like, not many bills ever
are as much as people would like that
have a high degree of interest, but
there is a 1ot of good in here.

There is a 1ot in here for special edu-
cation. We increase it. We increase
NIH. More medical research to address
those problems of juvenile diabetes is
an example that you hear about in
your office; more money for education,
Title I.

More money for community health
centers. Any of us who have those in,
and I hope most Members do, realize
how important the community health
centers are to people who have no ac-
cess, who do not have a family doctor.
It helps the hospitals because it means
that people can go to the community
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health center instead of to the emer-
gency room. We add money for that.

Community services block grants.
Think of that title. Community serv-
ices, and we give block grants to com-
munities to administer to local prob-
lems. This is an example of a program
that helps local people.

LIHEAP, again, Americans recog-
nizing that people in areas of severe
weather conditions need an additional
helping hand, and that is especially
true in this time that we are living in
where people need to address the prob-
lems of excessive fuel costs.

So I cannot say enough. I hope all of
my colleagues and the Members that
are listening to this, reading the bill,
will take note of the fact that whereas
this may not be everything you like,
this bill does a lot of good. I do not
think you want to go home and tell
people you are against more money for
special education, for those that are
least fortunate, that you are against
more money for education, for medical
research, for LIHEAP, for global AIDS,
for people around the world that are
less fortunate than we are.

So, again, I say think on what the
importance is of what you are doing.
Take pride in America. Take pride in
the compassion of the people of this
Nation as embodied in this bill.

Mr. Speaker, the complete table of
all the funding levels included in the
conference report has been printed in
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD as of No-
vember 16; and for those of my col-
leagues who are wondering what each
of the programs might be of the 500,
you can go to the RECORD of November
16 and pick out a program that you
might have a special interest in.

Mr. Speaker, | am pleased to present before
the House today the conference report on the
fiscal year 2006 appropriations for the Depart-
ments of Labor, Health and Human Services,
Education and Related Agencies.

Many of my colleagues are aware of the dif-
ficult choices we had to make in this bill. In
February, Congress received the President’s
FY 2006 budget request. In light of our budget
deficit, the President’s request assumed a one
percent cut in domestic spending, exempting
both defense and homeland security from this
reduction. Our budget resolution approved this
recommendation. This cut, taken together with
required increases for implementing the pre-
scription drug benefit program, brings our bill
to $1.4 billion below last year's level.

Let me emphasize, we made a commitment
to reduce deficits. Recognizing the will of this
House, we have put together a bill that best
reflects the priorities of this body and does a
good job of meeting the needs of the Amer-
ican people.

The conference report has no budget gim-
micks, no emergency spending designations,
and no earmarks.

So many of the programs in this bill play an
important part in the lives of American people.
Peter Drucker, who passed away on Friday,
was considered by many to be the most influ-
ential management thinker of the past century.
He said, “Successful enterprises create the
conditions to allow their employees to do their
best work.” A successful employee needs
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adequate knowledge to thrive. | believe an in-
vestment in education is an investment in peo-
ple. We support teachers and students by in-
creasing funding for Title | by $100 million.
Title | provides additional resources to low-in-
come schools to help principals, teachers and
students close education achievement gaps.

Many of my colleagues speak with me
about the financial demands of special edu-
cation on their local school districts. In this bill,
funding for special education is increased by
$100 million.

| believe the quality of classroom teachers
and principals is one of the most important
factors that affect student achievement.

This bill provides $100 million to reward ef-
fective teachers and to offer incentives for
highly qualified teachers to teach in high-need
schools.

We provide $184 million for math and
science initiative. TRIO, GEAR UP, Vocational
Education State Grants, and Adult Education,
programs have strong support from members
of this body. These programs were proposed
for termination in the President’s budget; how-
ever, we have allocated over $3 billion for the
continuation of these important efforts.

The sharp rise in college costs continues to
be a barrier to many students. This bill pro-
vides the full amount needed to hold the max-
imum Pell Grant at the current level of $4,050,
over $800 million over FY 2005.

Healthcare is a critical part of a nation’s
economic development. Mr. Speaker, as you
know, many of the Community Health Centers
have served as America’s health care safety
net for the Nation’s underserved populations.
Funding for the Community Health Centers is
at $1.8 billion, an increase of $66 million over
last year.

As a result of our commitment to the Na-
tional Institutes of Health, our citizens are liv-
ing longer and better lives. We have provided
over $28 billion to NIH to support medical re-
search, $150 million over FY 2005.

The Low Income Home Energy Assistance
Program ensures that low-income households
are not without heating or cooling, and pro-
vides protection to our most vulnerable popu-
lations, the elderly, households with small chil-
dren, and persons with disabilities. Given the
anticipated high costs of energy due to Hurri-
canes Katrina and Rita, we have provided
over $2.2 billion for FY 2006.

In the Department of Labor, we have pro-
vided nearly $3 billion for workforce training
programs. These programs will ensure that
our dislocated workers and most disadvan-
taged youth will return to gainful employment.

Mr. Speaker, in order to implement more
than 400 provisions of the Medicare Mod-
ernization Act and ensure senior citizens re-
ceive the prescription drug benefits we pro-
vided in MMA, we have allocated nearly $1
billion over the FY 2005 level to the Centers
for Medicare & Medicaid Services and Social
Security Administration. While benefits that
both of these agencies provide come through
mandatory spending via the Ways and Means
Committee, this bill provides the funding for
the agencies’ administrative costs.

Much more could be said about this bill, but
given the allocation, we have produced a fair,
balanced and responsible bill that best meets
the needs of the American people.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self 11 minutes.
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Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from
Ohio is my friend. I have a great deal of
respect for him, and I know he tries to
do the best job with the tools he is
given. The problem is that he has been
given a totally inadequate set of tools.

“This is the budget that you get
when you elect a Republican White
House, a Republican House of Rep-
resentatives, and a Republican Sen-
ate.” I did not say that. The former
majority leader of the Republican cau-
cus said that, the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. DELAY).

This is the day when the price of Re-
publican tax cuts for the wealthy be-
comes quite clear, on this bill and on
the bill that will follow, the reconcili-
ation bill.

This is the day when this Congress
chooses to walk away from its invest-
ments: obligations in education, health
care, job training and the like. This is
the bill which shortchanges the Social
Gospel. This is the day that we pass
legislation that chooses to make the
lives of the most privileged among us
quite a bit more pleasant because of
their tax cuts while at the same time
we are making the lives of the poor
just a little bit more desperate.

This is a growing country. It has
growing problems. It has growing op-
portunities. If this bill does not grow
with it, then we lose ground; and we
are certainly losing ground under this
bill today.

This is the bill for education, health,
social services, worker protection pro-
grams. This is the guts of the Federal
effort to try to see to it that, regard-
less of one’s station in life, people have
the greatest possible opportunity to
get ahead.

Yet, this bill is $1.5 billion on a pro-
gram-for-program basis, once you cut
out the funny accounting, this is a bill
which is $1.5 billion below last year.

The Department of Labor, funding in
that Department: $37 million below the
House bill, $193 million below the Sen-
ate bill.

There are 7.5 million Americans out
of work. Yet the bill cuts $437 million
out of training and employment serv-
ices. That is the lowest level of adult
training grants in a decade.

This bill also cuts the Community
College Initiative, the President’s ini-
tiative for community colleges, an ef-
fort to train workers for high-skill,
high-paying jobs. It cuts that effort by
$125 million and rescinds $125 million
from funds provided last year, denying
the help that the President was talking
about giving to 100,000 Americans.

State unemployment insurance and
employment service offices are cut by
$245 million, eliminating help for 1.9
million people.

The International Labor Affairs Bu-
reau will certainly have a hard time
protecting American workers from
being undercut by child and slave labor
abroad after this program has been cut
by 20 percent.

In the health and human services
area, this bill cuts health care to the



H10520

poor and underserved rural areas of the
country. It eliminates the community
access program that helps coordinate
services and programs to provide
health care to people who do not have
it.

This bill cuts by 69 percent health
professions training. This bill cuts by
73 percent funding for rural health out-
reach.

We have only about 10 percent of
physicians in America who practice in
rural areas, and yet one-fourth of the
U.S. population lives in those areas. We
have huge shortages of health care pro-
viders in urban, underserved areas as
well, but training grants for health
care professionals are cut by $206 mil-
lion.
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We have the Maternal/Child Health
Care Block Grant. That program is cut
by 20 percent below fiscal 2002 levels,
and we have a 24 percent cut in block
grants for State health departments.
And then, all of us are going to run
home and brag about how much we
have done to prepare the country for
public health disasters.

My friend talked about the National
Institutes of Health. We have the
smallest increase for NIH in 36 years,
and under that budget, because funding
for NIH does not keep pace with infla-
tion, we will actually see 500 fewer re-
search grants coming out of NIH than
we would have seen 2 years ago. We
have effectively ended the President’s
initiative to expand the number and
the capacity of community health cen-
ters around the country, $238 million
less than the President requested. For
the low-income heating assistance pro-
gram, our oil companies, one company,
$10 billion profit the last quarter. We
expect to see natural gas prices rise 46
percent, home heating oil prices rise 28
percent, and yet we freeze the program
that is supposed to provide help to peo-
ple to pay their bills so they do not
have to choose between heating and
eating, and we only serve 15 percent of
the persons who are eligible to be
served under that program.

Education: This is the first cut in
education funding in a decade. Edu-
cation programs under the No Child
Left Behind rubric are cut by $784 mil-
lion below last year. That is $13 billion
below the authorization, and on a cu-
mulative basis, it is some $40 billion
short of what we promised we would
have provided these past years since we
passed No Child Left Behind.

Title I is up $100 million. That is in
comparison to a $600 million increase
that came from that well-known ‘‘lib-
eral” George W. Bush. Special edu-
cation, it is up $100 million in compari-
son to the $5608 million request from the
President of the United States.

Because we mandated that Ilocal
school districts provide service to spe-
cial education children, we are sup-
posed to be providing 40 percent of the
cost. This bill actually reduces the
Federal share of that cost from 18.6 to
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18 percent. That is going in the wrong
direction.

The Comprehensive School Reform
Program, totally wiped out. The Good-
ling Even Start Program, named after
Bill Goodling, the former Republican
chairman of the Education Committee,
cut by 56 percent. Education tech-
nology cut by 45 percent, and that
comes on top of a 28 percent cut that
was made last year. We cut Safe and
Drug-Free Schools by 20 percent in this
bill. We freeze afterschool programs for
the 4th year in a row. That means that
there are 14 million kids in this coun-
try who want those services who will
not get them. And I could go on and on.

On higher education, the college
board tells us that the 4-year cost of
attending a public university has in-
creased by $3,100 over the past b years.
The President’s answer was to raise the
Pell Grant maximum by 100 bucks. A
$100 solution to a $3,100 problem. The
Congress said ‘““No, that is too much.”
The House cut it to $50. This con-
ference report totally eliminates it, to-
tally eliminates it. No increase in the
maximum grant. And then in the rec-
onciliation bill that follows today,
they are going to add $8 billion more in
costs to students who borrow money to
go to college. And then this bill freezes
all other student aid programs, SEOG,
Work-Study, Perkins, TRIO, GEAR UP.
It freezes title VI foreign language pro-
gram.

The backlog at Social Security, those
caseload backlogs are going to in-
crease. This bill provides $189 million
less than the President asked, $80 mil-
lion less than was in the House bill,
$130 million less than the Senate bill.
And we do all of this in order to free up
necessary room so the Republican
Party can deliver on its $100,000-plus
tax cuts for people who make 1 million
bucks.

This is going in the wrong direction.
These priorities are wrong. This bill is
a disgrace. The gentleman would have
provided a much better bill if he had
been given a decent allocation, but he
was not. So he did not have the tools to
do it. There is no reason to vote for
this bill.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. REGULA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5
minutes to the gentleman from New
York (Mr. WALSH), a very productive
and important member of our sub-
committee.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, I thank
Chairman REGULA for yielding me this
time. And I thank him for not only his
work product today, but for his many,
many years of service to this country
and to this Congress. He has been a re-
markable leader throughout his career,
and there is no one in this House who
can question his sincerity or his knowl-
edge of the issues that he is responsible
for.

I rise today in strong support of this
bill. We will hear much from the other
side of the aisle about what is missing
from this bill, why we are not spending
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enough in this bill. We are spending
$142 billion on the needs of our Amer-
ican citizens. That is more money than
the entire budgets, the entire budgets,
of Russia, China, Germany, and we
could throw in 15 or 20 other countries.
This is more money than they spend on
their entire budget including their
military. It is a pretty remarkable
commitment to our Nation and to our
fellow citizens. This is money that does
not come easy. This does not come
from God. This comes out of people’s
pockets.

We are going to hear an awful lot
about these tax cuts. Well, we have
tried to reduce the tax burden on
Americans who are paying for these
benefits. They pay for these benefits
out of the goodness of their heart.
First of all, they have to pay taxes to
help support our government. We take
that money, we turn it around, and
most of the money we spend goes to-
ward helping our fellow Americans, and
that is what this bill is all about.

Congressman Bill Natcher, God rest
his soul, used to refer to this as ‘‘the
people’s bill.”” This is the bill that
helps educate our kids, that helps keep
us healthy, that pays for Social Secu-
rity and Medicare and Medicaid and all
of our Federal health programs. And I
do not know how anyone, except for
nibbling around the edges, could criti-
cize an effort where we are spending
these tremendous amounts of money to
help those among us who are less fortu-
nate.

But there is also the argument that
we will hear on the other side of the
aisle about our deficits, that our defi-
cits are too high, our deficits are grow-
ing, our deficits, our deficits, our defi-
cits; but every time we bring a bill to
the floor, there is not enough money in
it. They cannot have both ways. They
cannot rail against deficits and then
tell us that we need to spend more
money on every program in the Federal
budget.

There is no question these are dif-
ficult choices, but I think if I were
going to entrust my decisions on these
things to anyone, it would be to Con-
gressman REGULA, who has been doing
this for so many years.

There are a lot of problems in our
country, lots of them, and we have
them in our home towns, our big cities,
our rural areas, and this is an effort to
deal with those problems.

For example, our party, we have,
since we have become the majority,
provided billions and billions more in
dollars for education, remembering
that the education dollar, public edu-
cation, was 95 percent State and local
funds. Now it is about 92 because we
have so dramatically increased our
contribution to that. And yet 50 per-
cent of the kids who start high school
in the United States today do not fin-
ish high school. That is a tragedy and
it is atrocious, and it shows it is not
just about the money. It is about par-
ents, it is about school boards, it is
about teachers, it is about kids, get-
ting it right, taking a serious look at
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our public educational system in this
country and realizing, as so many have
said, that we are headed in the wrong
direction. We are increasing resources
to try to help with that, and we are
trying to improve our math and
science education because we are not
competing with the rest of the world.
But this bill makes a valiant effort to
fund those needs.

We are also providing billions and
billions of dollars for health care. In
this bill we are not even talking about
the brand new Medicare prescription
drug benefit, the $400 billion prescrip-
tion drug benefit that Congress just en-
acted that is just taking place today.
Again, what a remarkable response by
the Government of the United States
to the needs of our senior citizens, be-
cause everybody knows that health
care in this country has changed. Peo-
ple do not just go to the hospital any-
more to get an operation. They go to
the doctor, they get prescription drugs.
The prescription drugs help them to
live long, healthy, quality lives. And
because of these programs like Medi-
care, Medicare prescription drugs, So-
cial Security, we now have the health-
iest and wealthiest group of senior citi-
zens that the world has ever seen. This
is a continuing commitment to that.

I urge my colleagues to forget about
the nibbling around the edges and sup-
port a good solid bill that will help our
fellow Americans.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self 15 seconds.

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman brags
about the additional money that the
Republican Congress has put into edu-
cation. President Clinton and the
Democrats had to drag them Kkicking
and screaming into providing that
money. We provided $19 billion more in
education since they took over the
Congress than would have been pro-
vided if we had simply passed the Re-
publican House bill.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
distinguished gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. JACKSON).

(Mr. JACKSON of Illinois asked and
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.)

Mr. JACKSON of Illinois. Mr. Speak-
er, I know the subcommittee chairman,
the ranking member, and the majority
and minority staff, did the best they
could under the circumstances. But I
think cutting title VII health profes-
sions by 69 percent, eliminating some
title VII programs entirely, is draco-
nian and unconscionable.

Since I started serving on this sub-
committee almost 7 years ago, I have
fought to end disparities, disparities in
employment, disparities in education,
disparities in health. And health dis-
parities are real. If one is black in this
country, their life expectancy is 66
years. If one is white in this country, it
is 74 years. Infant mortality is twice as
high for African American babies as it
is for white babies.

Fortunately, institutions like the In-
stitute of Medicine of the National
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Academy of Sciences have laid out a
framework on how to end these dispari-
ties. One of the recommendations of
the IOM was to increase the number of
minority health professions. This mark
does exactly the opposite, cutting
health professions by almost $200 mil-
lion.

Mr. Speaker, in the Centers of Excel-
lence Program, this cut will eliminate
30 programs at Minority Serving Insti-
tutions, negatively impacting approxi-
mately 1,000 under-represented minor-
ity students and almost 180 under-rep-
resented faculty at these schools.

In the Faculty Loan Repayment Pro-
gram, approximately 40 under-rep-
resented staff persons will lose their
jobs. In the Health Careers Oppor-
tunity Program, 7,000 minority dis-
advantaged students will be negatively
impacted and 3,000 K through 12 stu-
dents will be negatively impacted.

Mr. Speaker, this assault on minor-
ity serving programs is unjustified and
overtly irresponsible. I think that a so-
ciety says a lot about the way it treats
its most vulnerable of its citizens. I be-
lieve that we live in a United States
and, like a chain, we are only as strong
as our weakest link. By leaving some
of our citizens behind, we prove that
we are not strong and compassionate
but weak and uncaring.

I keep hearing Members of this body
say, Jessie, this is a tight budget year.
Mr. Speaker, this is a tight year. It was
not created by immaculate conception.
Some of us voted to make it a tight
budget year. Some of us voted to ap-
prove the budget resolution. Saying it
is going to be a tough budget year is
like a farmer saying he is going to have
a bad harvest because he did not plant
any seeds. Mr. Speaker, when Congress
approved this budget resolution, we did
not plant any seeds and nothing will
grow this year, not because of a nat-
ural disaster like a drought, but be-
cause of our own making in this Con-
gress. Shame on us. The chairman and
the subcommittee did the best they
could, but this is a terrible mark, and
I urge a ‘“‘no’’ on this bill.

J 1300

Mr. REGULA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentlewoman from
Texas (Ms. GRANGER), a distinguished
member of our subcommittee.

Ms. GRANGER. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
support of the Labor, Health, Human
Services and Education bill and say I
am very proud to serve on this com-
mittee. It is an important committee
that serves the needs of so many Amer-
icans in their daily lives. I want to say
congratulations to and state my great
admiration for Chairman REGULA in
these difficult times when he as the
leader of this committee has had to
make some very tough choices.

The previous speaker said shame on
us. I am not ashamed of this bill at all.
I am very proud of the work we are
doing. I am proud, for instance, of the
$2563 million increase to the National
Institutes of Health funding medical
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research that can make such a dif-
ference to the health of Americans and
to the health of this Nation, making us
a healthy Nation. I am proud that we
have doubled the funding for the Na-
tional Institutes of Health while I have
been on this committee.

I am proud of the funding for the
community health centers which have
been raised to $1.8 billion, serving the
uninsured and the underinsured. I have
a community health center in my dis-
trict. It is a wonderful community
partnership serving literally thousands
of people that were not being served
otherwise. I am very proud of that
funding, and I am very proud of com-
munity health centers and what they
do.

I am also proud about the funding for
LIHEAP. It is $115 million over the last
year, serving the poorest citizens in
our country, helping with heating their
homes, and those are citizens that are
going to have to get up every day and
decide what bills they are going to pay.
I am proud of the work we have given
them towards purchasing their pre-
scription drugs. This funding for
LIHEAP really makes a difference in
their lives every single day.

I was a teacher before I left teaching
and went into business, and then came
to Congress. I have watched our math
and science scores, how we worked so
hard to bring those scores up so we can
be competitive in the world. Now we
have $184 million for a math and
science partnership to strengthen our
math and science education in K-12.
This is something we have to do, and
we have talked about it year after year
after year to put that money where it
is served best so we are not importing
our scientists, we are growing and
building our scientists. This is a bill I
am very proud of. It is a difficult time,
and the chairman has done a great job.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self 15 seconds.

Mr. Speaker, the gentlewoman
claimed there is a $115 million increase
in here for low income heating assist-
ance. There is not. The formula grant
has been increased by $115 million, but
the contingency portion of the program
has been reduced by $115 million. The
net result: no help in the teeth of huge
energy increases.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from California (Mr.
GEORGE MILLER).

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman
from Wisconsin (Mr. OBEY) for all of his
work on the legislation, and I thank
the chairman of the subcommittee for
all of his work. Like so many others
who have already spoken, it is clear
they were not dealt a very fair hand, or
the hand that they needed, to take care
of needs of this country.

I am most disappointed in the fund-
ing of No Child Left Behind. At a time
when school districts are entering into
the most expensive part of No Child
Left Behind, when they are being re-
quired to restructure entire school dis-
tricts, entire schools, when they are
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trying to meet the demand and the re-
quirement of a law that we have a
highly qualified teacher in every class-
room, which requires substantial re-
training of teachers, the attracting of
new teachers, the paying of incentives
for teachers to go to the most difficult
schools, at that very time the Federal
Government walks away from the com-
mitment under No Child Left Behind.
The Federal Government starts to de-
crease its participation when the
States and the school districts and our
schools need it more than ever.

It really shows such little confidence
in the future of our young children. It
shows such little confidence in the
ability of our school districts to re-
structure themselves to meet the de-
mands being placed upon them. We see
cuts here in technology grants that are
absolutely essential for the future edu-
cation of our children. We see teacher
quality grants cut. Those are abso-
lutely essential to improve the quality
of our teachers in our classroom so
they can engage in that kind of profes-
sionalism.

What is most startling is that these
cuts in education come at a time when,
I am not saying put more money in
education, Mr. OBEY is not telling you
that, but the American business com-
munity is telling you this is the most
crucial thing you can do. The Amer-
ican Electronics Association, made up
of some of the most successful compa-
nies in the history of this country,
their number one priority was to fully
fund No Child Left Behind. The Semi-
conductor Association: fully fund No
Child Left Behind, put money into
graduate school education, put money
into highly qualified teachers. And this
budget goes in exactly the other direc-
tion.

We do not have the confidence that is
necessary and demanded of this coun-
try in the future and the confidence in
these young people and the necessary
investments to be made in them. It is
so discouraging to see the lack of con-
fidence in our young people that this
budget demonstrates.

Mr. REGULA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4
minutes to the gentleman from Geor-
gia (Mr. KINGSTON), a member of the
Committee on Appropriations.

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I want
to say back during the spring we went
through our annual budget process.
The Budget Committee has testimony
from all sectors of society and the gov-
ernment who are affected by the budg-
et. It is a good debate.

In the final analysis, that budget
came to the floor and after weeks and
months of discussion and arm twisting,
it passed by a vote of 214-212. I may be
wrong on this, I do not think any of the
Democrats voted for it. Most of the
Democrats, I would say, are very con-
sistent saying we should be spending
more money and, therefore, they voted
against it. But there are other Demo-
crats who are saying look at the def-
icit, look at this, look at that. Boy,
these Republicans are spending too
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much. There is clearly a mixed signal
here, and clearly some dissension in
the Democratic ranks.

But when you pass a budget in the
spring and it is passed by this body and
the other body, then the subcommit-
tees of Appropriations have to follow
that budget. That is what this does.
Sometimes making these decisions is
very, very tough.

This bill actually eliminates 29
lower-priority programs. One of the
programs I am a supporter of, the Na-
tional Youth Sports Program, I like
that program. They operated in Savan-
nah. But when you look at the context
of some of the other programs and you
realize this is run by the NCAA, the
National Collegiate Athletic Associa-
tion, and they are the same people who
put on the Rose Bowl, the Rose Bowl
alone generates $30 million in revenue.
Perhaps they can replace the $18 mil-
lion that Congress is putting into it
right now. There are ways to Kkeep
these programs alive even though the
Federal Government is not picking up
the tab for them.

It is my hope on these 29 programs
that are terminated, that the local, the
State level will step in, the private sec-
tor will step in; and a lot of what they
are doing are duplicated in other pro-
grams. I have to say that these are
very important.

I have to say also, Mr. Speaker, that
I had a lot of local programs that were
eliminated. These are programs which I
have worked very hard on over the
years to try to get into this budget.
Those were the earmarks: Memorial
Hospital in Savannah, Georgia; St. Jo-
seph’s Hospital in Savannah, Georgia; a
project for the city of Moultrie; the
Warner Robbins Aviation Museum; the
Civil Rights Museum in Savannah,
Georgia; and Brunswick Hospital.
These were a lot of good programs that
I personally hoped to get in, things
that were within the budget that were
doable. And yet in the end because of
the legislative process, all earmarks
had to be eliminated.

I was not happy about that, but I un-
derstand. In the bigger picture of
things, you have to do what the body
can pass, what there are votes for.

In this case, where did the money go?
It went to community health clinics. It
goes to Medicare modernization and
medical research.

Incidentally, we talk about the NIH.
The funding for the NIH has doubled
under Republican leadership under a
commitment made by the former
Speaker, Mr. Gingrich. I have to say, I
am a little disappointed in what we
have gotten for our money. I have not
seen a plethora of medical solutions
and new devices and vaccines and all
kinds of other research that I had
hoped doubling the NIH budget would
give us. Nonetheless, NIH still gets an
increase under this bill.

The bill also restores community
service block grants. Lots of things
like the Job Corps program are funded
in this bill. Despite its tightness in

November 17, 2005

some areas, Mr. REGULA has worked
with the committee to put on what I
think is a solidly balanced bill and face
the economic realities of today with
today’s budget.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the distinguished gentleman
from Alaska (Mr. YOUNG).

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Speaker,
reluctantly I stand here and oppose
this legislation, primarily because we
did earmark some money last year for
programs, and now we are just cutting
them off period, no prewarning, no sal-
aries, no billing rent, no heat, nothing,
just kicking them out. I do not think
that is the right thing to do.

If you had grandfathered those pro-
grams in, I believe it would be a lot
better. I would like to ask the gen-
tleman from Ohio, do you save any
money or does the money just go back
into the other programs that your
committee decided ought to get fund-
ing?

Mr. REGULA. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. I yield to the
gentleman from Ohio.

Mr. REGULA. In terms of earmarks,
a proposal was made that we take an
additional $2 billion as emergency
spending, and half of that would have
been for earmarks. But we did not do
that.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Does the ac-
tual number save any money? Does it
save any money?

Mr. REGULA. The fact that there are
no earmarks?

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Yes.

Mr. REGULA. Absolutely, a billion
dollars.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Just remem-
ber, you should have grandfathered
those existing programs in place. You
just killed them.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from New
York (Mrs. LOWEY).

Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Speaker, I reluc-
tantly rise in opposition to the fiscal
year 2006 Labor-HHS Conference Re-
port. However, I wanted to express my
sincere appreciation to the gentleman
from Ohio (Mr. REGULA), the ranking
member, the gentleman from Wis-
consin (Mr. OBEY), and their staffs for
their hard work on this legislation.

The bill should address many of our
most important priorities, from edu-
cation funding, worker training, to bio-
medical research and public health ac-
tivities. Unfortunately, it falls short.

For the first time in 10 years, the bill
actually cuts funding for the Depart-
ment of Education. The bill provides
the smallest increase for the National
Institutes of Health in 36 years. De-
spite the fact that college costs have
increased by 34 percent since 2001, the
bill freezes the maximum Pell grant for
the fourth year in a row.

At a time when States are being
asked to bear an increasingly larger
burden for preparing for and respond-
ing to public health emergencies, this
bill cuts funds for State and local
health departments by $127 million.
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And the bill includes a rescission of
$125 million from New York State
Worker’s Compensation Programs in-
tended for sick and injured workers
from September 11. The President
made a $20 billion commitment to the
people of New York following Sep-
tember 11. The rescission breaks that
promise.

While these and other programs are
on the chopping block today, the bill
provides a $10 million increase for ab-
stinence-until-marriage programs, de-
spite mounting evidence of the sci-
entific and medical inaccuracy of their
curricula and ineffective results.

Mr. Speaker, I also want to express
my continued concerned with the
Weldon refusal clause included in this
bill. For over 30 years, there have been
Federal laws that allow doctors,
nurses, and hospitals to refuse to pro-
vide abortion services because of their
religious beliefs. However, this provi-
sion extends that protection to HMOs,
insurance companies, and makes no ex-
ception for medical emergencies.

States that attempt to protect access
to health services can be denied all of
their Federal health, education, and
labor funding. My colleagues, we had
an alternative to this misguided and
dangerous language. The Senate bill
contained a provision that would pro-
tect doctors’ consciences while ensur-
ing that women still have access to the
services and referrals they need.

Unfortunately, the House majority
rejected the Senate’s reasonable com-
promise in favor of maintaining a pol-
icy designed to limit women’s access to
reproductive health services.

Mr. Speaker, it is because of these
flaws that I simply cannot support this
final conference report.

Mr. REGULA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4
minutes to the gentleman from Florida
(Mr. WELDON).
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Mr. WELDON of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, I thank the chairman for yielding,
and I want to commend the gentleman
for his outstanding work on this piece
of legislation. The chairman is, I be-
lieve, well noted on both sides of the
aisle for being a very compassionate
and caring person, but as well a respon-
sible adult.

When I travel around my congres-
sional district, yes, it is true there are
certain groups that would like to see
areas of this bill increased. The things
I hear overwhelmingly and most loudly
is that these are difficult times. We
have had tremendous outlays and ex-
penditures with Hurricane Katrina, the
war in Iraq and that we really need to
hold the line on spending. And what
this bill does, I believe, is unprece-
dented in my 11 years of being here in
the House of Representatives. It actu-
ally reduces spending from last year.
So this is not Washingtonspeak gim-
micks where you take a 7 percent in-
crease and reduce it to a 6.9 percent in-
crease and scream and yell about that
being a cut. This is a real reduction in
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spending, and I think it is quite im-
pressive. It eliminates 21 existing pro-
grams and cancels eight new programs.

What Chairman REGULA has done is
adopted a philosophy which I think ev-
erybody in the Congress should adopt,
look at programs very seriously and
are they getting the job done. And if
they are not, they should be elimi-
nated. And contrary to Reagan’s state-
ment that the only thing that has eter-
nal life in Washington, D.C. is a Fed-
eral program, Chairman REGULA has
been able to reduce and eliminate 21
existing programs because they were
not effective.

Within that context, the bill in-
cludes, I think, a number of important
increases along the lines of what I be-
lieve the American people want to see.
They are small in the budget realities
we are dealing with now, nonetheless,
they are real. The Pell Grant amount
was increased so that we could keep
the size of the grant the same. Addi-
tionally, there are some small in-
creases for special education and title
1. I want to particularly commend the
chairman for holding the line on the
Weldon language. We have had in this
bill for, as I understand it, decades,
conscience protections for health care
providers that do not want to perform
abortions.

But in recent years, very aggressive
abortion rights advocates have been
putting pressure, using regulatory
agencies and State governments and
courts on hospitals and other institu-
tions to begin performing abortions
when the officials and the workers in
those institutions did not want to do
that. And what we have done is held
the existing language from last year,
which, I think, is the right policy for
the Congress. It is the right policy for
the American people. So I commend all
my colleagues to vote for this bill. It is
a good piece of legislation. It is the
right thing for this country at this
time and our history with the chal-
lenges that we face today.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the distinguished gentle-

woman from Connecticut (Ms.
DELAURO).
Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Speaker, the

work of this subcommittee has always
reflected our priorities as a Nation,
helping provide services that help us
meet our most basic needs, health, our
children’s education, our scientific re-
search, challenges only the Federal
Government has the ability, the capac-
ity and the resources to help us meet.
The problem with the funding in this
conference report is that it fails to
meet that threshold.

Worker training, funded at levels
below last year. The National Insti-
tutes of Health, where this sub-
committee made historic progress,
doubling our investment in medical re-
search. Name the disease, childhood
leukemia, Alzheimer’s, Parkinson’s,
HIV, the work of the NIH has prolonged
or improved the life of every single
American.
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The funding level for the National In-
stitutes of Health does not even meet
inflation. Health professions are cut in
half. Head Start is funding below last
year’s level. And with the cost of a col-
lege education skyrocketing, this con-
ference report flat funds Pell Grants,
meaning the maximum award is ex-
actly the same as it was last year.

Funding for the Low Income Home
Energy Assistance Program, at last
year’s level, will prove disastrous for
low income families.

This bill fails to invest in any of the
priorities important to the American
people. And the American people are
tired of the Congress spending trillions
in tax cuts for the wealthiest Ameri-
cans at the same time they are told we
simply do not have the resources to in-
vest in things that impact their daily
lives. We can make those investments,
but only, only if we make them a pri-
ority.

That is what the American people
want and expect from their govern-
ment. You ask any middle class family
what is more important to them, tax
cuts for wealthy Americans, or low-
ering the cost of health care, home
heating costs or college. They will tell
you they want something that makes a
difference in their lives and their fam-
ily’s lives. Vote against this conference
report.

Mr. REGULA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Indiana
(Mr. PENCE).

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, I rise sim-
ply to express profound gratitude for
the leadership that Chairman RALPH
REGULA has provided in bringing this
extraordinary measure to the floor. I
also commend the Chairman of the Ap-

propriations Committee, the gen-
tleman from California, for his leader-
ship.

The challenge of being in the spend-
ing branch of government is to fund
the Nation’s priorities and to live with-
in our means. And this legislation for
fiscal year 2006, with Labor, Health and
Human Services and Education, does
just that.

The story goes that Chairman RALPH
REGULA was at the White House, saw
Ronald Reagan and they talked about
the fence at the Reagan ranch. And a
day later, RALPH REGULA received a
handwritten set of instructions about
how to build a fence that is on the wall
of his office today.

What is clear today to House con-
servatives is that RALPH REGULA
learned more than just how to build a
fence from Ronald Reagan. He learned
how to fund the Nation’s priorities
with the fiscal discipline that charac-
terizes this governing party. And for
that, I am grateful.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Arizona
(Mr. FLAKE).

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Speaker, I too want
to commend those who worked to get
the earmarks out of the bill. But I just
wanted to point out that not all the
earmarks are out of the bill. In the bill,
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we have $1.25 million for the Center
For Excellence in Native Hawaiian Law
at the University of Hawaii, $1.2 mil-
lion for the Hawaiian Department of
Education for school construction, $2
million to the Mississippi Band of
Choctaw Indians for cultural and edu-
cation funding, $56 million for Amer-
ica’s Promise.

Now these may well be good pro-
grams, but they should not be funded
in this bill that says that all the ear-
marks are gone.

We also violated a House rule where
we were naming two Federal facilities
after sitting Members of Congress. The
Center for Disease Control head-
quarters is being renamed the Arlen
Specter Headquarters and Emergency
Operations Center. We are renaming
the communication center at the CFDC
the Thomas R. Harkin Global Commu-
nications Center. We should not be
doing this. If we are getting rid of the
earmarks, we ought to get rid of all of
them.

Mr. REGULA. Mr. Speaker, I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4%
minutes to the gentleman from Mary-
land (Mr. HOYER), the distinguished mi-
nority whip.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I am sorry
that the gentleman from Indiana (Mr.
PENCE) left the floor. The majority
party neither funds the appropriate
priorities in this bill nor meets its re-
sponsibilities for fiscal sound manage-
ment of the Federal Government. It
has taken this Nation $3 trillion into
additional debt in the last 56, 58
months. During the last 4 years of the
Clinton administration, we did not
have to increase the debt once, not
once.

Mr. Speaker, this appropriations con-
ference report betrays our Nation’s val-
ues and its future. It is neither compas-
sionate, conservative nor wise, and I
will vote against it.

Our colleagues on the other side of
the aisle, including my Republican
friends on the Labor Health Com-
mittee, claim that there is little they
can do to improve the funding levels in
this key domestic program. They say
that they have no options, no alter-
native, that they are only complying
with the funding levels dictated by the
Republican budget resolution, a resolu-
tion which results in an additional al-
most trillion dollars in additional debt.

But let me remind them, you voted
for that budget resolution and you can-
not have it both ways. You cannot vote
for draconian cuts in April and dis-
claim responsibility when those cuts
are enacted in November.

At a time when we should be striving
to make American schools and Amer-
ican students the best and the most
competitive in the world, this bill in-
sures that our Nation falls further and
further behind. Unconscionably, this
conference report cuts the Federal in-
vestment in education below current
levels by $59 million, for the first time
in a decade. And it cuts funding for No
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Child Left Behind by $784 million, 3.2
percent cut, below the current level.
This means that we have now reached
a $40 billion cumulative shortfall below
the amount we promised our children
when President Bush signed this bill
into law. We do nothing in this bill to
make higher education more acces-
sible.

In my State, and I am sure in the
chairman’s State, and the chairman I
do not criticize. He is given what he is
given and he does the best he can. But
in my state, costs have gone up for col-
lege kids and their families. Despite
the President’s 2000 campaign promise
to increase the maximum Pell Grant to
$5,100, despite that promise, this bill
freezes the maximum Pell Grant at
over 25 percent below that, at $4,050.
For the fourth year in a row, that
promise has been broken, while tuition
and fees have increased 46 percent since
2001.

However, the inappropriate funding
levels in this conference report should
not surprise anyone. They are the inev-
itable consequence, and I am glad my
friend from Indiana has returned, be-
cause the budget deficits confronting
this Nation and the underfunding of
priorities in this Nation are the inevi-
table consequence of the fiscal policies
of the Republican majority and this ad-
ministration, policies that starve the
government resources.

So let everyone here and everyone
watching at home understand, the
funding levels contained in this con-
ference report are the direct con-
sequence of the Republican Party’s
failed economic policies that have
spawned record budget deficits. Why?
Because the next bill that is coming
down the line will cut taxes by some
$70 Dbillion. As the gentleman from
Alaska (Mr. YOUNG) asked, is it saving
money? It is not. And those failed poli-
cies are the proximate cause of this
woefully underfunded and unacceptable
conference report.

When we started on this budget dis-
aster, Jim Nussle, Republican leader of
the Budget Committee said this: ‘“We
do not touch Social Security. It does
not touch Medicare. In fact, this budg-
et accomplishes the largest reduction
of the debt held by the public in our
history. The bill does not change in one
way, shape or form. And by the end of
10 years, this budget will have elimi-
nated the debt held by the public.”

In fact, it has taken, contrary to Mr.
NUSSLE’s representations, $3 trillion,
with a T, additional debt has been ac-
cumulated under these budgets. All
they do is underfund priorities and
adopt fiscally irresponsible policies.
What a shame for America. Together
America can do better.

Mr. REGULA. Mr. Speaker, I con-
tinue to reserve my time.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the distinguished gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY).

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, the
budget and appropriation bills that we
pass here in the House are reflective of
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our values as leaders in this country.
H.R. 3010 reflects very poorly on this
Congress. Four years ago, when we
passed the No Child Left Behind Act,
we told schools that we wanted them
to be accountable for results and that
we would provide them with the re-
sources necessary to achieve these re-
sults.

Today, we know that the President
and the Republican Congress have ut-
terly failed to Kkeep the bipartisan
promise to students, to parents, to
teachers, to provide schools with the
resources called for by No Child Left
Behind.

If we pass this bill, we will have
shortchanged our Nation’s children by
more than $40 billion over the past 4
years. This is only one of the many,
many, many ways that this bill fails to
invest in the American people and
their children. And I urge my col-
leagues to oppose it.

0 1330

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the distinguished gentleman
from Rhode Island (Mr. KENNEDY).

Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island. Mr.
Speaker, I thank you for the oppor-
tunity to say a few words about why I
think this bill is a bill that says that
the best days of this country are be-
hind us, not before us. I call attention
to some statistics, statistics that say
the high school dropout over the course
of their life will earn $260,000 less than
a graduate. This legislation, I think,
does very little to support more stu-
dents graduating from high school
when it cuts after-school programs by
25 percent. If you spread that across 23
million high school dropouts in this
country, that adds up to $50 billion a
year less in taxes.

So if we are really concerned about
generating more taxes, we ought to be
investing in our people, not taking
away the kinds of resources that con-
tribute to their ability to become
greater taxpayers in this country.

Mr. Speaker, $1 invested in preschool
leaves $7 saved in welfare, health care
and criminal justice. Let’s invest in
our people.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self the balance of my time.

A previous majority Member said
today that this bill represented fiscal
responsibility. The fact is the Repub-
lican Party will provide, over the next
decade, $1.2 trillion in tax cuts to peo-
ple who make over $1 million a year.
Yet in this bill, they will freeze student
loans, they will allow people without
health care to increase in number by 2
million, they will provide the first cut
in education in a decade, they will cut
safe and drug-free schools by 20 per-
cent, and they will slash the Presi-
dent’s initiative for math and science
education.

In the teeth of the fact that they
have given $14 billion in subsidies to
the big energy companies, they then
say to low-income people who have to
pay those higher prices, ‘‘Sorry. De-
spite the fact you’re going to have a
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huge increase in home heating costs,
we’re not going to give you a dime in
additional money in this bill.”

That is what they do. What we are
going to see today in the reconciliation
bill and in this bill is a double wham-
my on the most vulnerable people in
this society. That is wrong morally and
it is wrong economically. We hear a lot
of talk on this floor about preserving
life. Yet this program is going to cut
maternal and child health care by 20
percent below the 2001 level. How is
that going to encourage women to
carry their babies to term?

This bill falls far short of our respon-
sibilities in meeting the growing eco-
nomic and social needs of this country.
It ought to be defeated. We should not
put tax cuts for millionaires ahead of
providing basic education, basic health
care and basic job protection to Amer-
ica’s working people.

I urge a ‘‘no”’ vote on the conference
report.

Mr. REGULA. Mr. Speaker and my
colleagues, I hope you will all weigh
carefully what your opportunity here
is in terms of voting for this bill. An
opportunity to improve health re-
search, an opportunity to improve edu-
cation in Title I, an opportunity to
provide more money for special edu-
cation, an opportunity to ensure that
LIHEAP is funded for those in need, an
opportunity to develop community
health centers where poor people can
go to get help, where they can avoid
having to run to the emergency room.
So many positive things.

As I said at the outset, this is a bill
that makes you proud to be an Amer-
ican. It illustrates the compassion of
the American people. We have heard
from the other side how we are not
doing enough. Let me point out that in
1996 shortly after the Republican Party
became a majority in 1994 and took re-
sponsibility, in 1996, the total of this
bill was $65 billion. Here 10 years later,
this bill is $142.5 billion, more than
double the amount of money that has
been committed to the compassionate
programs of America, education, job
training, medical research. We could go
on and on.

We heard the gentleman from Cali-
fornia talk about qualified teachers. I
want to mention a special program in
here. It is new. $100 million to help get
better qualified teachers in every class-
room. Over and over again we hear how
important the teacher is to the edu-
cation system. Not only teachers but
principals, good  principals, good
schools. We have recognized the impor-
tance of this by committing $100 mil-
lion. This bill has $2 billion for home-
land security. Again, this is important
to the American people. Homeland se-
curity in the form of CDC, checking
around the world in 43 locations to en-
sure that avian flu does not reach our
shores.

I could go on and on about the com-
passion of this bill in terms of helping
people. TRIO and GEAR-UP, programs
to help people get into college, to get
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that higher education that we all rec-
ognize is vital to their future and to
the future of this Nation.

And let me say to those of you who
think that, well, the key to this is to
defeat the bill. If you defeat the bill,
what is going to happen, in all likeli-
hood, it will give these responsibilities
that are embodied in this bill, the im-
portant programs for America will get
rolled into some form of an omnibus
bill and will be a continuing resolution.
If that were to happen, priorities that
are embodied in the bill would be lost,
the things that are so important to all
the Members of this body, but, more-
over, far more important to the people
of America, 280 million people.

I urge a strong, positive vote for the
bill so we can continue to take pride in
America and the compassion of the
American people.

Mr. HASTERT. Mr. Speaker, | rise in sup-
port of this conference report funding the De-
partments of Labor, Health, Education, and
other agencies.

While not a perfect bill, it is a good bill. It
represents another step in this year’s appro-
priation cycle for fiscal responsibility.

Earlier this year, Congress passed a budg-
et. It was a tough budget that reflected the dif-
ficult financial times we face.

It reined in spending on non-security activi-
ties for the first time in a generation. This is
not an easy task. It is tough to cut the budget.

The conference report before us today
$142.5 billion. This is precisely the House-
passed level, and nearly a half a billion dollars
less than last year.

To arrive at this number, the conferees had
to work hard to reduce the levels proposed by
the other body that were $2.6 billion higher
than the accounts in the House-passed bill.

The conference report before us today does
not include emergency spending designations
or funding gimmicks as proposed by the other
body.

The bill before us is lean. It prioritizes
spending, contains some real cuts, and pro-
vides some resources for high priority pro-
grams.

The bill proposes to terminate 29 programs,
including 20 of the 50 programs proposed for
termination in the bill that originally passed in
our chamber. Other programs proposed for
termination by the House are cut substantially
from last year’s level.

While reducing the overall size of the bill
from last year, the House conferees were able
to increase funding in critical area, such as
Pell Grants, Special Education, and low in-
come heating assistance and bioterrorism pre-
paredness.

For Community Health Centers, the final
conference agreement provides $1.8 billion,
$66 million more than last year.

The conference report includes $100 million
for a Teacher Incentive Fund that will be a
pilot program helping reward teachers with the
incentives to boost the quality of our edu-
cation.

Generally, the increases in the conference
report aren’t big enough for our Democratic
friends but they reflect our effort to do the best
we could with the limited resources we had
available.

| urge my colleagues to support the con-
ference report.
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Mr. MARKEY. Mr. Speaker, | rise in opposi-
tion to the Conference Report.

This bill inadequately funds virtually every
area of need. It slashes $1.5 billion from our
country’s critical health, human services, edu-
cation and labor programs.

While the Bush administration has never
fully funded the No Child Left Behind Act, this
bill goes a step further by actually cutting total
Federal education funding for the first time in
a decade—cutting No Child Left Behind by
$14 billion below the authorized level, slashing
special education, safe and drug free schools,
education technology grants and freezing the
maximum Pell grant award for the fourth year
in a row despite rising tuition costs.

While people are trying to get re-trained be-
cause their jobs have been outsourced over-
seas, this bill cuts adult job training by $31
million and youth job training by $36 million.

At a time when we are trying to prepare our
country for the aging of the baby boomers and
threat of pandemic flu, this bill cuts funding for
healthcare. It cuts the CDC’s budget by $249
million and provides the smallest percentage
increase to NIH—less than 1 percent—since
1970. It doesn’t provide any money for pan-
demic flu preparedness and eliminates 10 crit-
ical health care programs, including trauma
care and the health community access pro-
gram and cuts the health professions training
grants by 69 percent making it even harder to
recruit qualified health professionals.

The bill before us today would also freeze
funding for the Low-Income Home Energy As-
sistance, LIHEAP, at $2.18 billion, counting
both basic formula grants and emergency
grants—the FY 2005 level.

LIHEAP serves about 5 million households,
the majority of which have at least one mem-
ber who is elderly, disabled, or a child under
age five.

LIHEAP appropriations have failed to keep
up with rapid increases in energy costs over
the past several years.

The conference report is freezing LIHEAP
even though consumers are expected to pay
52 percent more for natural gas, 30 percent
more for home heating oil, and 11 percent
more for electricity this winter.

Back in August, the Republican majority
heralded the passage of their massive energy
bill, a bill that contained $14 billion in tax
breaks—most of them for wealthy oil, gas,
coal and nuclear industries. At the time, they
argued that their bill was “balanced” because,
among other things, it provided $5.1 billion in
annual authorizations for the LIHEAP program.

But now, in this bill, we see that Repub-
licans are not willing to fully fund LIHEAP.
Under this bill, the Republicans would freeze
LIHEAP funding at last years level, despite
the skyrocketing prices consumers will be pay-
ing for natural gas and home heating oil this
winter.

Later today, the Republicans will be bringing
up their Reconciliation bill, a bill that provides
an additional $1 billion for LIHEAP. But in the
Energy and Commerce Committee, the Re-
publicans voted against an amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from lllinois, Mr. RUSH,
the gentleman from Texas, Mr. GREEN, and
myself to increase LIHEAP funding up to the
full $5.1 billion level. The Republican leader-
ship isn't even going to allow Democrats to
offer an amendment to increase LIHEAP fund-
ing up to that level.
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The Republicans won'’t fully fund LIHEAP
because they have other priorities. Their budg-
et makes that quite clear. Tax cuts for million-
aires, tax cuts for the giant oil companies,
weakening environmental regulations for their
business cronies. Those are the priorities for
the Republican-controlled Congress. Funding
for education, health care and low-income
home energy assistance so that seniors on
fixed incomes, and poor families can heat their
homes this winter, are not their priorities.

| urge a “no” vote on this bill.

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Speaker, | rise today
to express my strong opposition to the ill-con-
ceived Conference Report for H.R. 3010, the
Labor-HHS-Education appropriations bill for
fiscal year 2006.

This bill is flawed in so many ways and is
a disservice to the American people. It is the
latest move in the steady drumbeat of a Re-
publican legislative agenda that makes work-
ing and middle class Americans pay for the
tax cuts that benefit the ultra-wealthiest Ameri-
cans. And it comes at a time when we are
confronting the aftermath of Hurricane Katrina
and the huge costs of waging the ongoing war
in Iraq.

Overall, this conference report cuts edu-
cation, health care, and human services by
$1.5 billion below what was spent on these ef-
forts last year. Meanwhile, Republicans plan to
spend $11 billion this week on a capital gains
and dividend income tax cut that will provide
53 percent of its benefit to people making
more than $1 million. Overall, Republicans will
spend more on tax cuts this week alone, $70
billion, than on both the Department of Edu-
cation and the Department of Labor, $68 bil-
lion, for an entire year.

These are just a few victims of the Repub-
lican bill.

No Child Left Behind funding is cut by $784
million, the first time NCLB will have been cut
since the law was enacted. Title I, which is the
core of NCLB’s efforts to improve reading and
math skills, receives the smallest increase in 8
years—only $100 million—which means 3.1
million low-income children will be left behind.

The maximum Pell grant is frozen for the
fourth straight year, and no new funding is
provided for all other student financial aid and
support programs, even though college costs
have increased by $3,095, 34 percent, since
2001.

Consumers are expected to pay 46 percent
more for natural gas and 28 percent more for
home heating oil this winter, yet Republicans
refused to increase funding for LIHEAP home
heating assistance, which helps keep the heat
on for low-income seniors and children.

Nearly 46 million Americans are without
health insurance yet Republicans provide vir-
tually no funding for new Community Health
Centers beyond those approved last year. Re-
publicans also eliminate the Healthy Commu-
nities Access Program, $83 million, and state
planning grants to improve health care cov-
erage, $11 million.

The conference agreement does not include
the $8.1 billion in emergency funding provided
in the Senate bill for pandemic flu prepared-
ness, or any part of the $7.1 billion requested
by the administration for that purpose.

The conference agreement freezes or cuts
most programs below their FY 2005 levels, in-
cluding the following:

International assistance grants to eradicate
child labor and protect worker rights through
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the Bureau of International Labor Affairs are
cut by 21.4 percent.

Community college training grants are cut
by 50 percent in each of FY 2005 and FY
2006.

Unemployment insurance and employment
service offices to help the unemployed are cut
by 6.7 percent.

Health professions training grants are cut by
69 percent.

The Healthy Communities Access Program
is eliminated.

The Centers for Disease Control is cut by
3.9 percent.

Comprehensive school reform state grants
are eliminated.

Even Start family literacy services are cut by
55.6 percent.

Education technology grants are cut by 44.6
percent.

The education block grant for local initiatives
is cut by 49.6 percent.

Safe and drug free schools grants are cut
by 20 percent.

Under the conference agreement, only a
few programs receive modest increases over
FY 2005 and—in most cases—even these in-
creases are below the amounts sought by the
administration. While the conference agree-
ment restores many of the 50 programs pro-
posed for termination in the House bill, these
restorations were made at the expense of
funding for priority programs, such as commu-
nity health services, Title 1 grants for low-in-
come children, and special education grants,
and Pell grants.

NIH receives a mere 0.7 percent increase—
this does not even keep pace with inflation
and does not meet our health research needs.

Title 1 grants for low-income children re-
ceive a 0.8 percent increase—the smallest in-
crease in 8 years.

Special education grants receive a 0.9 per-
cent increase—the smallest increase in a dec-
ade.

The maximum Pell grant is frozen at $4,050
for the fourth consecutive year compared to
the $4,100 provided in the House bill.

Mr. Speaker, the simple truth is that the bill
cuts essential health and education programs
to pay for ill-conceived tax cuts. | do not be-
lieve this bill reflects the priorities and values
of the American people. | urge my colleagues
to vote against it.

Mr. OLVER. Mr. Speaker, | rise today with
a heavy heart to talk about the misguided con-
ference report that the majority party has pro-
duced.

While the number of people living in poverty
in this country continues to rise, this con-
ference report fails to adequately fund pro-
grams that work to alleviate poverty. Despite
the evidence, this conference report cuts Head
Start funding and freezes funding for programs
such as the Community Service Block Grant
and LIHEAP.

As the number of Americans without health
insurance sets new records every day, this
conference report is cutting funding to pro-
grams that provide healthcare assistance to
the uninsured. It eliminates the Healthy Com-
munities Access Program and imposes drastic
cuts to Maternal and Child Health funding and
Rural Health Outreach. These cuts are in ad-
dition to $11 billion in cuts to Medicaid that are
included in the majority party’s reconciliation
bill that may be voted on later today.

As the number of Americans unable to find
a job continues to rise this conference report
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issues devastating cuts to initiatives that help
put dislocated workers back in the labor force.
Currently, 7.4 million Americans are unem-
ployed, yet this conference report cuts Unem-
ployment Insurance and Employment Services
by $141 million.

At a time when this country should be in-
vesting in education and human capital, this
conference agreement cuts $784 million from
No Child Left Behind. It cuts funding for Even
Start and Safe and Drug Free Schools, and
freezes funding for adult education. These
cuts are in addition to a reconciliation bill that
cuts $14.3 billion from student aid for college
students.

Mr. Speaker, | came to Congress to find so-
lutions to problems not make them worse. We
have a responsibility to ensure that all Ameri-
cans have an opportunity to share in Amer-
ica’s prosperity. It is irresponsible that we ap-
prove this conference report that cuts and
eliminates essential programs when there is
such an obvious need for the services they
provide. | cannot in good conscience vote for
this conference report and | urge my col-
leagues to vote “no.”

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, the fiscal
year 2006 Labor, Health and Human Services,
Education and Related Agencies appropria-
tions is not just an underfunded bill but is
harmful. A bill which should be a stepping
stone towards providing good education, em-
ployment opportunities and access to afford-
able health care, instead takes away important
safeguards upon which Oregonians and Amer-
icans depend. It is another example of how
out of touch the Republican leadership is with
the rest of the Nation.

This bill shortchanges education programs
and imposes a burden on our college stu-
dents. At a time when the global economy de-
mands a highly trained, educated workforce,
we are making it more difficult for our students
to succeed by cutting financial aid programs,
impacting over 90,000 Oregonians who are
borrowing money to attend college. Orego-
nians have already been saddled with at least
a $1,000 increase in college tuition over the
last year. And while there are over 55 million
children in public schools nationwide and
State budgets are already stretched thin, No
Child Left Behind funding is cut by $784 mil-
lion.

Students are not the only ones feeling the
squeeze. Several health care programs are
threatened or eliminated in the legislation.
While over 600,000 Oregonians are without
health insurance, this bill essentially eliminates
many of the safety net clinics and community
health centers on which uninsured people de-
pend. We may end up seeing more people in
emergency rooms with severe conditions that
could have been prevented with regular ac-
cess to health care.

With over 7 million Americans out of work
and over 100,000 Oregonians unemployed,
the bill cuts the Department of Labor by $430
million. Without assistance the gap between
the wealthy and the less fortunate will con-
tinue to widen. Americans deserve better and
it is irresponsible to say that these eliminated
programs and funding cuts are the only way to
solve our budgetary mess.

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, |
rise in strong opposition to the conference re-
port of H.R. 3010, the Labor-Health and
Human Services-Education Appropriations bill
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for Fiscal Year 2006. This bill and the Repub-
lican majority are out of touch with the needs
of the American public.

This legislation is a question of priorities. It
is unconscionable that the Republican majority
prepares to fund $70 billion in tax cuts with
cuts to key education, job training and health
care programs. With States across the country
struggling to find the dollars to fully implement
No Child Left Behind, this bill would cut No
Child Left Behind funding by $784 million.
With college tuition costs rising, this bill would
freeze Pell grant funding at last year's level.
With energy costs rising, this bill would also
freeze Low-Income Home Energy Assistance
funding at last year's level. With 7.4 million
Americans out of work, this bill would cut $245
million for unemployment insurance and em-
ployment services programs.

Additionally, this bill would provide the Na-
tional Institute of Health, NIH, which works to
research and combat diseases like cancer and
chronic illnesses such as Alzheimer’s, Parkin-
son’s and ALS, with the smallest funding level
increase in 36 years. This bill would also slash
$31 million in funding for Preventive Health
Block Grants and provides virtually no funding
for new Community Health Centers. This bill
fails to recognize the continued HIV/AIDS cri-
sis by freezing funding on virtually all compo-
nents of the Ryan White AIDS Care program,
except AIDS Drug Assistance. In total, this bill
ignores the health needs of Americans.

This bill does not reflect the priorities of the
American people. As Members of Congress,
we cannot abandon our obligations to our chil-
dren, to our parents and future generations by
cutting vital programs to finance tax cuts big-
ger than we can afford. | urge my colleagues
to reject the underlying bill and do better for
the American people.

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Speaker, the vast edu-
cation cuts brought before us today in this
conference agreement and additionally in the
budget reconciliation package that we may
see today, are telling signs of the priorities of
this Congress. These cuts demonstrate, far
better than words ever could, that education is
not a priority for this House.

This conference agreement provides a mere
$11 million increase for Head Start, a pivotal
program for preschool-aged children in low-in-
come families across the Nation. At current
funding levels, Head Start serves approxi-
mately half of the children eligible for its serv-
ices, a wholly inadequate proportion. This pro-
gram, which has repeatedly been found to
dramatically improve the academic perform-
ance of students deserves much more than an
$11 million increase.

The conference agreement cuts school im-
provement funding by 6 percent and flat funds
teacher quality grants. These grants, which
are used to recruit qualified teachers and sup-
port teacher development, are critically impor-
tant to efforts to improve student achievement.

Rather than strengthening the Pell Grant
Program and increasing access to higher edu-
cation for low-income students, the conference
agreement maintains the current maximum
Pell Grant of $4,050. At this level, the max-
imum Pell Grant only covers 39 percent of tui-
tion at the average four-year public college,
making a mockery of its status as the founda-
tion of student aid for the poorest students.

What are our priorities? The votes members
cast today on this conference agreement and
the budget reconciliation later today, will show
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their priorities. Do we place more value on tax
cuts for the wealthy or the education of our
students? | urge my colleagues to join me in
prioritizing students’ well-being and vote no on
this conference report and on the budget rec-
onciliation package.

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Speaker, today | rise to op-
pose the Labor-HHS-Education conference re-
port, which is the most recent evidence that
working and middle class Americans are pay-
ing the price for the Republican economic
agenda of tax cuts for the wealthiest Ameri-
cans. Not only does this immoral budget fail to
provide for what the American people need
now, it also fails to address what it will take to
be economically competitive in the future.

Overall, the conference report cuts edu-
cation, health care, and human services by
$1.5 billion from what was spent on these ef-
forts last year. Meanwhile, Republicans will
spend $11 billion this week on a capital gains
and dividend income tax cut that will provide
53 percent of its benefit to people making
more than $1 million per year. Their plan
spends more on tax cuts this week alone ($70
billion) than on both the Department of Edu-
cation and the Department of Labor ($68 bil-
lion) for an entire year.

Funding for education is also cut by $784
million, the first time the No Child Left Behind
(NCLB) Act will have been cut since the law
was enacted. Title |, which is the core of
NCLB’s efforts to improve reading and math
skills, receives the smallest increase in eight
years. Because it fails to keep pace with our
growing population, 3.1 million low-income
children will be left behind.

A program for which | have consistently ad-
vocated is Mathematics & Science Partner-
ships. Under this program, grants are first
made to states, which, in turn, make grants to
partnerships that must include a state agency;
an engineering, math or science department of
a college or university; and a high-need school
district. Grantees use these funds to establish
rigorous math and science programs; recruit
math, science and engineering majors into
teaching; and improve the teaching skills of
math and science teachers. Without significant
investment in math and science education, we
will not be competitive with countries like
China who are graduating nine times the num-
ber of engineering students that we are pro-
ducing in America. Unfortunately, this con-
ference report appropriates $6 million less
than the House passed earlier this year and
$85 million (32 percent) less than the Presi-
dent’s request.

Also important for long term economic com-
petitiveness is the Educational Technology
State Grants Program. Like math and science
partnerships this program received $25 million
less than the House bill, $150 million (35 per-
cent) less than the Senate bill, and $221 mil-
lion (45 percent) less than the current appro-
priation. This is exactly the wrong direction to
be taking the country. We can not stay glob-
ally competitive if we are not teaching our chil-
dren the skills and knowledge they will need to
be the innovators of tomorrow.

Education for the disabled is also slashed.
This bill cuts the Federal share of special edu-
cation costs from 18.6 percent in FY 2005 to
18.0 percent by providing the smallest in-
crease for the Individuals with Disabilities Edu-
cation Act in a decade. The bill provides $4
billion less than Republicans promised for
IDEA.
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Similarly, the bill cuts $17 million for voca-
tional education. This cut will force local
school boards to raise funds or cut other serv-
ices to make up the shortfall. This will not pre-
pare our children with the high tech vocational
education they will need to obtain a job that
pays well but for which a college degree is not
necessary.

With 7.4 million Americans out of work it is
unclear to me why Republicans are cutting the
Community College Initiative. This initiative
would train workers for high skill, high paying
jobs, yet it is being reduced by $125 million,
denying this assistance to 100,000 Americans
of a continued education to help them get a
new job. This bill also cuts job search assist-
ance through the Employment Service by $89
million (11 percent) and unemployment insur-
ance by $245 million (7 percent), eliminating
help for 1.9 million people.

This bill is no better for those attending col-
lege full-time. Despite the fact that higher edu-
cation is increasingly expensive, the majority
has decided not to increase the maximum Pell
grant. Rather it is being frozen for the fourth
straight year, and no new funding is provided
for any other student financial aid and support
programs, even though college costs have in-
creased by $3,095 (34 percent) since 2001.

College students are not the only ones left
out in the cold by this bill. Families and sen-
iors who cannot afford to pay the expected 46
percent increase for natural gas and 28 per-
cent for home heating oil this winter will have
to get by without energy assistance from the
federal government. For some reason Repub-
licans have refused to increase funding for the
Low-Income Home Energy Assistance Pro-
gram (LIHEAP), which helps keep the heat on
for people who cannot otherwise heat their
homes in winter.

As this bill hurts families’ ability to pay for
college and heat their homes, it also deals a
blow to their ability to receive healthcare.
Nearly 46 million Americans are without health
insurance, yet Republicans provide virtually no
funding for new Community Health Centers
beyond the amount approved last year. They
also eliminate the Healthy Communities Ac-
cess Program altogether along with the state
planning grants to improve health care cov-
erage. Where do the Republicans find the
moral justification to cut these programs while
planning to pass another $70 billion tax cut for
the top 1%?

The bill does little to prepare for long-term
healthcare concerns or invest in medical re-
search. The Centers for Disease Control
(CDC) is cut $249 million (3.9 percent). The
National Institutes of Health (NIH) receives a
(0.7 percent) increase—its smallest increase
in 36 years, and not enough to keep the num-
ber of research grants from declining for the
second year in a row. How are we supposed
to remain the world leader in health research
with funding numbers like this?

| believe American leadership is fueled by
national investments in an educated and
skilled workforce, groundbreaking federal re-
search, and a steadfast commitment to being
the most competitive and innovative Nation in
the world. We must make the decision now to
ensure that America remains the world leader
in innovation and competitiveness. This bill
takes us in the opposite direction.

America’s global leadership in technological
advancement and innovation is being seriously
challenged by other countries. The warning
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signs could not be clearer. The rest of the
world is increasing its capacity, its invest-
ments, and its will to catch up with us. We
cannot ignore this challenge. Americans again
must innovate in order to create new thriving
industries that will produce millions of good
jobs here at home and a better future for our
children. Today this bill moves us further away
from achieving this goal.

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. Speaker, today we
have some very clear choices. It is not every
day that we face such black and white op-
tions—often the issues we debate on this floor
have many shades of gray.

But today, there is no confusion, there is no
muddying of the issues, and there is no way
to mask the harm this bill would do: cut edu-
cation spending for the first time in a decade,
slash funding for worker and youth training,
and provide no increase for home heating as-
sistance for low-income families.

Today, we have a choice. We can pass a
bill that will be detrimental to our children’s fu-
ture; that will hurt students in need of financial
assistance to go to college; that will not help
families struggling to pay their heating bills;
and that will severely hinder research and pre-
ventive health efforts. Or we can reject this bill
and demand something better for American
families.

We have heard that this bill is the result of
priorities. Well, this is one point where | agree
with my Republican colleagues. This bill is the
result of priorities. The wrong priorities, Mr.
Speaker.

When the Republican leadership of this
Congress is content to spend more on tax
cuts than on the entire Department of Edu-
cation or Labor;

When we can spend $70 billion in tax cuts
but cannot provide children the access to
technology or advanced science and math in-
struction they need to compete in today’s
world;

When we can give millionaires a break but
cannot provide students even a meager in-
crease in Pell Grants to help them pay for the
rising cost of college;

When we can shell out billions in tax breaks
to oil companies but cannot help those in
need prepare for what is expected to be one
of the costliest winters yet; it is clear that Re-
publicans have the wrong priorities in mind.

Mr. Speaker, our Nation’s children should
not have their education shortchanged be-
cause the administration had to scrounge
around for a few million here and there to pay
for tax cuts that benefit a small minority in this
country.

At a time when people are losing faith in
their government and their leaders, when they
are asking for honesty and looking for an-
swers to their everyday needs, this bill pro-
vides no answers. This bill tells them to go it
alone. Mr. Speaker, America deserves better
than this.

Vote no on this conference report that short-
changes and unfairly punishes everyday
Americans.

Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in
opposition to the Labor, Health & Human
Services and Education Appropriations bill be-
fore us. This bill quite simply fails to address
the priorities of the American people.

My concerns about specific cuts in this bill
are many. It cuts funding for No Child Left Be-
hind, an already vastly underfunded mandate;
it fails to offer even the small increase in the
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maximum Pell Grant that was established in
the House bill; and it sets a funding level for
the National Institutes of Health that would de-
crease the number of federal research grants
for the second year in a row. The con-
sequences of this bill are far-reaching. Major
cutbacks in the areas of education and health
care will have a tremendous economic impact
on our Nation.

| would like to speak briefly about what my
constituents have told me is important to
them. Rhode Islanders, like all Americans, are
concerned about health care. | have heard
from many of them in recent weeks, in opposi-
tion to the devastating cuts to the Title VI
health professions programs. While the Ad-
ministration has made it clear that Community
Health Centers are a priority to them, this bill
nearly eliminates the very programs that
health centers rely on to recruit nurses to work
in areas that are facing acute professional
shortages and train medical students to work
with underserved populations. With 45 million
uninsured Americans, we cannot afford to
eliminate programs targeted at meeting the
needs of the uninsured or remove the support
systems that exist for those doctors and
nurses who are serving in areas where there
is a shortage of professional health services.

Rhode Islanders are also concerned about
unemployment. With 7.4 million unemployed
Americans, this conference agreement cuts
critical services for the unemployed, including
job training grants and unemployment insur-
ance offices. Adult Training Grants, which pro-
vide training and related education and em-
ployment services to economically disadvan-
taged adults, are cut by $31 million—providing
the lowest level of funding for these training
grants in a decade. Youth training grants,
which offer states the opportunity to develop
on-the-job training and provide exposure to a
wide variety of promising career paths for dis-
advantaged youth are cut by $36 million, offer-
ing 12,000 less at-risk youth the opportunity to
earn a high school diploma and find meaning-
ful employment.

When Congress passed H. Con. Res. 95,
the Budget Conference Report, the Repub-
lican leadership set the stage for these dev-
astating cuts. This legislation makes it clear
that tax cuts for the wealthy will continue to be
paid for by slashing programs that Rhode Is-
landers depend on.

| urge my colleagues to reject H.R. 3010.

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Mr. Speaker, | rise in op-
position to H.R. 3010, the Fiscal Year 2006
Appropriations Act for the Departments of
Labor, Health and Human Services and Edu-
cation. H.R. 3010 severely cuts education,
health care, and human services that are cru-
cial to North Carolina and to the country.

As the only former state schools chief serv-
ing in Congress, | know firsthand the dev-
astating effects that these education cuts will
have. At a time when we are asking our
schools to do more than ever, H.R. 3010 cuts
No Child Left Behind funding by $784 million
below last years level and makes it impos-
sible for our schools to meet high standards of
accountability. These cuts will destroy the mo-
rale of our teachers, parents and students.

America’s working families are struggling to
pay record costs for college costs for college
tuition and expenses. Last November, Presi-
dent Bush made a campaign promise to in-
crease funding for Pell Grants and invest in
higher education. Unfortunately, this bill
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freezes Pell Grants and other student financial
aid programs for the fourth year in a row, even
though college costs have increased by 34
percent since 2001. America needs a highly
trained and educated workforce to compete in
the global marketplace of the 21st Century,
but H.R. 3010 slashes funding for education at
all levels and strains school budgets.

The failure of H.R. 3010 to represent the
values of the American people extends be-
yond the walls of the classroom. H.R. 3010
slashes funding for community health centers
that assist the almost 46 million uninsured
Americans, and underfunds the Centers for
Disease Control as we face the possibility of
a flu pandemic. And as winter approaches
with expected record prices to heat their
homes, H.R. 3010 fails to increase funding for
LIHEAP home heating assistance, which helps
keep the heat on for low-income seniors and
children.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 3010 fails to represent
the priorities of the American people. | urge
my colleagues to vote against this bad bill and
restore funding for essential services for our
families.

Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD. Mr. Speaker, | rise
in opposition to the Conference Report on
H.R. 3010. The fiscal year 2006 Labor-HHS-
Education Appropriations report before the
House today shortchanges America’s children,
its families, its workers and its most vulnerable
citizens.

The Labor-HHS-Education bill embodies our
priorities and values as Americans. In it, Con-
gress provides the yearly resources needed to
keep our families healthy, our children edu-
cated, our workers employed, and our most
vulnerable citizens a productive part of our so-
ciety. This bill is arguably one of the most im-
portant pieces of legislation Congress ad-
dresses each year.

Chairman REGULA understands this respon-
sibility. He understands that this is “the peo-
ple’s bill’, and he has worked hard to dis-
tribute the limited resources he was given in a
fair and conscientious way. So my “no” vote
today should in no way be seen as a lack of
respect or appreciation for the efforts of RALPH
REGULA, the chairman of the Labor HHS Ap-
propriations Subcommittee.

Chairman REGULA and the staff of the sub-
committee have worked within this tight budg-
et allocation to address the needs and prior-
ities of our states and communities as best
they could under the circumstances. For ex-
ample, the conference report includes in-
creases in two critical areas to help infants
and their families. The first is the Centers for
Disease Control and Prevention’s folic acid
national education program. This program has
been instrumental in the prevention of birth
defects by encouraging women of child-bear-
ing age to take the recommended amount of
folic acid daily, thereby decreasing the rate of
neural tube defects. The second increase is
for the Health Resources and Services Admin-
istration’s newborn screening program for
early identification of infants affected by cer-
tain genetic, metabolic, hormonal and or func-
tional conditions for which there are effective
treatment or intervention. In addition, for the
first time, this bill also includes programmatic
funding for the national media campaign to
fight underage drinking, which is being con-
ducted by the Ad Council. | thank the com-
mittee for helping our country make progress
in these critical public health areas. The pres-
ence of these and a small number of other
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positive programmatic funding levels, however,
is simply not enough to warrant approving this
conference report.

Mr. Speaker, the constraints placed on this
bill by the budget priorities and decisions of
the Republican leadership are not worthy of
this House and the values of the American
people. | voted against the House bill when it
came to the floor in June precisely because it
fell so short of meeting the needs of America’s
children, families and the most vulnerable
among us. | had hoped that the bill would be
improved in the conference. It is unfortunate,
however, that in this conference agreement,
the way they chose to improve overall pro-
grammatic funding from the original House Bill
levels was to take resources away from other
priorities and community needs.

This report and its funding decisions do not
stand in isolation. They reflect the misguided
priorities of a Republican leadership that has
continually put the interests of the wealthy and
the privileged before the needs and priorities
of working and middle-class Americans. This
Labor-HHS-Education conference report is a
direct result of an economic agenda of tax
cuts for the wealthiest Americans, and it weak-
ens America’s future by under-funding key
education, health and human services pro-
grams. If approved, this bill will impose cuts to
essential programs important to Americans in
at least three major areas.

First, this conference agreement significantly
shortchanges our nation’s workers. The bill
cuts labor programs $430 million below the FY
2005 levels. Training and employment serv-
ices for the 7.4 million Americans who are un-
employed are funded well below the FYO5 lev-
els. This includes a $31 million cut to Adult
Training Grants, a $36 million cut to Youth
Training Grants; and a $141 million cut to Un-
employment Insurance Offices. The U.S. Em-
ployment Service Office, which matches job
seekers with job openings, is slashed by 10.5
percent, and the report freezes funding for dis-
located and older workers. In addition, the bill
slices International Labor Affairs, the program
that helps eradicate abusive child labor prac-
tices and protect worker rights. by 21 percent.

Secondly, this report is simply a reaffirma-
tion of the Administration’s hollow commitment
to education, slashing the No Child Left Be-
hind funds by $784 million below the FY 2005
level. It cuts the Education Technology Block
Grant program that provides access to tech-
nology in schools by a shocking 45 percent
from last year's level. It reduces the Even
Start program supporting services for low lit-
erate and low-income families by 56 percent.
And as a final point, it shortchanges our chil-
dren with disabilities by funding IDEA at $4 bil-
lion below the Republican promise to put spe-
cial education on a fast track to full funding.

Finally, the report is particularly devastating
to the health of Americans. Some of its most
significant cuts are directed towards the critical
programs that provide a health care safety net
for the uninsured. The conference agreement
provides $34 million less than the House
passed bill and $89 million less than the Sen-
ate bill for grants to Health Centers for serv-
ices to the uninsured. The Maternal and Child
Health Block Grant is cut by 3 percent, reduc-
ing its true per capita purchasing power by al-
most 20 percent below the FY 2002 level. The
conference agreement terminates the Healthy
Communities Access Program that makes
grants to local hospitals, health centers and

providers so that they can provide better inte-
grated systems of care for the underinsured
and uninsured. Lastly, as if cutting services
wasn’t enough, the conference agreement vir-
tually decimates the Title VIl Health Profes-
sions Training programs, cutting overall fund-
ing from $300 million in FY 2005 to $94 million
in FY 2006.

Mr. Speaker, these drastic reductions to crit-
ical programs are not necessary. Ranking
Member DAVID OBEY has consistently laid out
a common-sense approach to this problem. By
simply reducing the tax break for those with
incomes greater than $1 million, we could add
funding for No Child Left Behind programs,
maintain college affordability by increasing the
money for Pell grants, shore up our health
safety net programs, and rebuild our public
health system to respond to pandemics and
possible terrorist attacks. But these fiscally re-
sponsible efforts by Mr. OBEY and the Demo-
crats have been defeated by the Republican
majority at every turn. The result is this gross-
ly underfunded bill which we are considering
today.

In the end, this Congress will be judged by
how well we have served the needs of all our
citizens and communities. As a result, this
Labor-HHS-Education Bill will not reflect kindly
on us. We can and must do better for the fu-
ture of our families, our children, our workers
and our most vulnerable citizens.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
TERRY). Without objection, the pre-
vious question is ordered on the con-
ference report.

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the conference report.

Pursuant to clause 10 of rule XX, the
yeas and nays are ordered.

Pursuant to clause 8 of rule XX, this
15-minute vote on adopting the con-
ference report on H.R. 3010 will be fol-
lowed by a 5-minute vote on passage of
House Joint Resolution 72.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 209, nays
224, not voting 1, as follows:

[Roll No. 598]

YEAS—209

Aderholt Cantor Fossella
Akin Capito Foxx
Alexander Carter Franks (AZ)
Bachus Chabot Frelinghuysen
Baker Chocola Gallegly
Barrett (SC) Coble Garrett (NJ)
Bartlett (MD) Cole (OK) Gilchrest
Barton (TX) Conaway Gillmor
Bass Crenshaw Gingrey
Beauprez Cubin Gohmert
Biggert Culberson Goode
Bilirakis Cunningham Goodlatte
Bishop (UT) Davis (KY) Granger
Blackburn Davis, Jo Ann Graves
Blunt Dayvis, Tom Green (WI)
Boehlert Deal (GA) Gutknecht
Boehner DeLay Hall
Bonilla Dent Harris
Bonner Diaz-Balart, L. Hart
Bono Diaz-Balart, M. Hastert
Boozman Doolittle Hastings (WA)
Boustany Drake Hayes
Bradley (NH) Dreier Hayworth
Brady (TX) Duncan Hefley
Brown (SC) Ehlers Hensarling
Brown-Waite, English (PA) Herger

Ginny Everett Hobson
Burgess Feeney Hoekstra
Burton (IN) Ferguson Hostettler
Buyer Flake Hulshof
Calvert Foley Hunter
Camp Forbes Hyde
Cannon Fortenberry Inglis (SC)
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Issa
Istook
Jenkins
Jindal
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Keller
Kelly
Kennedy (MN)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kline
Knollenberg
Kolbe
Kuhl (NY)
LaHood
Latham
LaTourette
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
LoBiondo
Lucas
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Mack
Manzullo
Marchant
McCaul (TX)
McCotter
McCrery
McHenry
McHugh
McKeon
McMorris
Mica

Abercrombie
Ackerman
Allen
Andrews
Baca

Baird
Baldwin
Barrow
Bean
Becerra
Berkley
Berman
Berry
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Blumenauer
Boren
Boucher
Boyd
Brady (PA)
Brown (OH)
Brown, Corrine
Butterfield
Capps
Capuano
Cardin
Cardoza
Carnahan
Carson
Case

Castle
Chandler
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Conyers
Cooper
Costa
Costello
Cramer
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
Davis (FL)
Davis (IL)
Dayvis (TN)
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle
Edwards
Emanuel
Emerson

Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, Gary
Musgrave
Myrick
Neugebauer
Ney
Northup
Norwood
Nussle
Osborne
Oxley
Pearce
Pence
Peterson (PA)
Petri

Pitts

Poe

Pombo
Porter

Price (GA)
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Radanovich
Regula
Rehberg
Reichert
Reynolds
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Royce

Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Saxton
Schmidt
Schwarz (MI)

NAYS—224

Engel
Eshoo
Etheridge
Evans
Farr
Fattah
Filner
Fitzpatrick (PA)
Ford
Frank (MA)
Gerlach
Gibbons
Gonzalez
Gordon
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Harman
Hastings (FL)
Herseth
Higgins
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hooley
Hoyer
Inslee
Israel
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jefferson
Johnson (CT)
Johnson, E. B.
Jones (OH)
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kennedy (RI)
Kildee
Kilpatrick (MI)
Kind
Kirk
Kucinich
Langevin
Lantos
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Leach
Lee
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lipinski
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lynch
Maloney
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Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shadegg
Shaw

Shays
Sherwood
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Sodrel
Souder
Sullivan
Sweeney
Tancredo
Taylor (NC)
Terry
Thornberry
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Turner
Upton
Walden (OR)
Walsh
Wamp
Weldon (FL)
Weldon (PA)
Weller
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Wicker
Wilson (SC)
Wolf

Young (AK)
Young (FL)

Markey
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy
McCollum (MN)
McDermott
McGovern
MclIntyre
McKinney
McNulty
Meehan
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Menendez
Michaud
Millender-
McDonald
Miller (NC)
Miller, George
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Murphy
Murtha
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Nunes
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Otter
Owens
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Paul
Payne
Pelosi
Peterson (MN)
Pickering
Platts
Pomeroy
Price (NC)
Rahall
Ramstad
Rangel
Renzi
Reyes
Rogers (AL)
Ross
Rothman
Roybal-Allard
Ruppersberger
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Rush Slaughter Udall (CO)
Ryan (OH) Smith (WA) Udall (NM)
Sabo Snyder Van Hollen
Salazar Solis Velazquez
Sanchez, Linda Spratt Visclosky

T. Stark Wasserman
Sanchez, Loretta Stearns Schultz
Sanders Strickland Waters
Schakowsky Stupak Watson
Schiff Tanner Watt
Schwartz (PA) Tauscher Waxman
Scott (GA) Taylor (MS) Weiner
Scott (VA) Thomas Wexler
Serrano Thompson (CA) Wilson (NM)
Sherman Thompson (MS) Woolsey
Simmons Tierney Wu
Skelton Towns Wynn

NOT VOTING—1
Boswell

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY

Ms. PELOSI (during the vote). Mr.
Speaker, I have a parliamentary in-
quiry. Has it now been 30 minutes for a
15-minute vote?

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
TERRY). Clause 2(a) of rule XX estab-
lishes 15 minutes as a minimum time.
The rule does not state a maximum
amount of time.

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, how much
longer will it take for the Republican
leadership to pass this terrible attack
on America’s children?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman does not state a parliamen-
tary inquiry.

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, how much
longer will you hold this vote open?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair intends to bring the vote to a
close at such time as he believes that
Members have finished voting.

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, how many
Members have not yet voted?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has affirmed that the rules estab-
lish a minimum duration of the vote.
The rules do not set a maximum dura-
tion. The Chair intends to bring the
vote to a close at such time as he be-
lieves that Members have finished vot-
ing.

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, is the vote
being held open to change votes or are
there Members who have not voted?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will leave the vote open until he
believes Members have finished voting.

Ms. PELOSI. I hope we will not be
waiting too much longer, Mr. Speaker.

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY

Ms. PELOSI (during the vote). Par-
liamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, is it not a part of the
rules of the House for Members who
wish to change their votes for them to
come to the well to change their votes
and not keep the machines open to do
that?

Mr. Speaker, is it not further part of
the usual procedure of the House for
the Chair to announce the changes as
they come in?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Clerk has announced changes. The vot-
ing stations cannot accept further
changes at this point. Any further
changes must be made in the well.
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Messrs. RUSH, HONDA and GUTIER-
REZ changed their vote from ‘‘yea’ to
“nay.”

Messrs. TOM DAVIS of Virginia,
HEFLEY, GINGREY, TANCREDO,
FRANKS of Arizona, FLAKE, YOUNG
of Alaska, JONES of North Carolina
and Ms. HART, Ms. GINNY BROWN-
WAITE of Florida, and Mrs. CUBIN
changed their vote from ‘‘nay” to
“yea:.”

So the conference report was not
agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
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FURTHER  CONTINUING APPRO-
PRIATIONS, FISCAL YEAR 2006

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
TERRY). The pending business is the
vote on passage of House Joint Resolu-
tion 72 on which the yeas and nays are
ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the joint
resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the passage of the joint
resolution.

This will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 413, nays 16,
not voting 4, as follows:

[Roll No. 599]
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Higgins
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hobson
Hoekstra
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hooley
Hostettler
Hoyer
Hulshof
Hunter
Hyde
Inglis (SC)
Inslee
Israel
Issa
Istook
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jefferson
Jenkins
Jindal
Johnson (CT)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Jones (OH)
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Keller
Kelly
Kennedy (MN)
Kennedy (RI)
Kildee
Kilpatrick (MI)
Kind
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Kline
Knollenberg
Kolbe
Kuhl (NY)
LaHood
Langevin
Lantos
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
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McKinney
McMorris
McNulty
Meehan
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Menendez
Mica
Michaud
Millender-
McDonald
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Murphy
Murtha
Musgrave
Myrick
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Neugebauer
Ney
Northup
Norwood
Nunes
Nussle
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Osborne
Otter
Owens
Oxley
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Paul
Payne
Pearce
Pelosi
Pence
Peterson (MN)

Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Sabo
Salazar
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sanders
Saxton
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schmidt
Schwartz (PA)
Schwarz (MI)
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Shadegg
Shaw
Shays
Sherman
Sherwood
Shimkus
Shuster
Simmons
Simpson
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Sodrel
Solis
Souder
Spratt
Stark
Stearns
Strickland
Sullivan
Sweeney
Tancredo
Tanner
Tauscher
Taylor (MS)
Taylor (NC)
Terry
Thomas
Thompson (CA)

YEAS—413
Abercrombie Camp Ehlers
Ackerman Cannon Emanuel
Aderholt Cantor Emerson
Akin Capito Engel
Alexander Capps English (PA)
Allen Cardin Eshoo
Andrews Cardoza Etheridge
Baca Carson Evans
Bachus Carter Everett
Baird Case Farr
Baker Castle Fattah
Baldwin Chabot Feeney
Barrett (SC) Chandler Ferguson
Barrow Chocola Filner
Bartlett (MD) Clay Fitzpatrick (PA)
Barton (TX) Cleaver Flake
Bass Clyburn Foley
Bean Coble Forbes
Beauprez Cole (OK) Fortenberry
Berkley Conaway Fossella
Berman Costa Foxx
Berry Costello Franks (AZ)
Biggert Cramer Frelinghuysen
Bilirakis Crenshaw Gallegly
Bishop (GA) Crowley Garrett (NJ)
Bishop (NY) Cubin Gerlach
Bishop (UT) Cuellar Gibbons
Blackburn Culberson Gilchrest
Blumenauer Cummings Gillmor
Blunt Cunningham Gingrey
Boehlert Davis (AL) Gohmert
Boehner Davis (CA) Gonzalez
Bonilla Dayvis (FL) Goode
Bonner Davis (IL) Goodlatte
Bono Davis (KY) Gordon
Boozman Dayvis (TN) Granger
Boren Davis, Jo Ann Graves
Boucher Davis, Tom Green (WI)
Boustany Deal (GA) Green, Al
Boyd DeGette Green, Gene
Bradley (NH) Delahunt Gutierrez
Brady (PA) DeLauro Gutknecht
Brady (TX) DeLay Hall
Brown (OH) Dent Harman
Brown (SC) Diaz-Balart, L. Harris
Brown, Corrine Diaz-Balart, M. Hart

Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Butterfield
Buyer
Calvert

Dicks
Doggett
Doolittle
Doyle
Drake
Dreier
Duncan

Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Hayworth
Hefley
Hensarling
Herger
Herseth

Latham Peterson (PA) Thompson (MS)
LaTourette Petri Thornberry
Leach Pickering Tiahrt
Lee Pitts Tiberi
Levin Platts Turner
Lewis (CA) Poe Udall (CO)
Lewis (GA) Pombo Udall (NM)
Lewis (KY) Pomeroy Upton
Linder Porter Van Hollen
Lipinski Price (GA) Velazquez
LoBiondo Price (NC) Visclosky
Lowey Pryce (OH) Walden (OR)
Lucas Putnam Walsh
Lungren, Daniel =~ Radanovich Wamp

E. Rahall Wasserman
Lynch Ramstad Schultz
Mack Rangel Waters
Maloney Regula Watson
Manzullo Rehberg Watt
Marchant Reichert Waxman
Markey Renzi Weiner
Marshall Reyes Weldon (FL)
Matheson Reynolds Weldon (PA)
Matsui Rogers (AL) Weller
McCarthy Rogers (KY) Westmoreland
McCaul (TX) Rogers (MI) Wexler
McCollum (MN) Rohrabacher Whitfield
McCotter Ros-Lehtinen Wicker
McCrery Ross Wilson (NM)
McDermott Rothman Wilson (SC)
McGovern Roybal-Allard Wolf
McHenry Royce Woolsey
McHugh Ruppersberger Wynn
MeclIntyre Rush Young (AK)
McKeon Ryan (OH) Young (FL)

NAYS—16
Becerra Ford Lofgren, Zoe
Capuano Frank (MA) Stupak
Conyers Grijalva Tierney
Cooper Hastings (FL) Wu
DeFazio Jackson (IL)
Dingell Kucinich
NOT VOTING—4

Boswell Edwards
Carnahan Towns
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So the joint resolution was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————

MOTION TO INSIST ON DISAGREE-
MENT TO SENATE AMENDMENT
TO H.R. 3010, DEPARTMENTS OF
LABOR, HEALTH AND HUMAN
SERVICES, AND EDUCATION, AND
RELATED AGENCIES APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2006

Mr. REGULA. Mr. Speaker, I move to
take from the Speaker’s table the bill,
H.R. 3010, with the Senate amendment
and to insist on disagreement to the
Senate amendment.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. REGULA) is rec-
ognized for 1 hour.

Mr. REGULA. Mr. Speaker, this is a
simple motion to insist on the House
position, and I yield back the balance
of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the previous question is or-
dered on the motion.

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. REGULA).

The motion was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
TERRY). Pursuant to clause 12(a) of rule
I, the Chair declares the House in re-
cess subject to the call of the Chair.

Accordingly (at 2 o’clock and 31 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess
subject to the call of the Chair.

———
O 2018

AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. LAHOOD) at 8 o’clock and
18 minutes p.m.

———

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 4241, DEFICIT REDUCTION
ACT OF 2005

Mr. PUTNAM. Mr. Speaker, by direc-
tion of the Committee on Rules, I call
up House Resolution 560 and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 560

Resolved, That upon the adoption of this
resolution it shall be in order without inter-
vention of any point of order to consider in
the House the bill (H.R. 4241) to provide for
reconciliation pursuant to section 201(a) of
the concurrent resolution on the budget for
fiscal year 2006. The bill shall be considered
as read. The amendment printed in the re-
port of the Committee on Rules accom-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

panying this resolution shall be considered
as adopted. All points of order against provi-
sions in the bill, as amended, are waived. The
previous question shall be considered as or-
dered on the bill, as amended, to final pas-
sage without intervening motion except: (1)
two hours of debate equally divided and con-
trolled by the chairman and ranking minor-
ity member of the Committee on the Budget;
and (2) one motion to recommit with or
without instructions.

SEC. 2. During consideration of H.R. 4241
pursuant to this resolution, notwithstanding
the operation of the previous question, the
Chair may postpone further consideration of
the bill to a time designated by the Speaker.

SEC. 3. After passage of H.R. 4241, it shall
be in order to take from the Speaker’s table
S. 1932 and to consider the Senate bill in the
House. All points of order against the Senate
bill and against its consideration are waived.
It shall be in order to move to strike all
after the enacting clause of the Senate bill
and to insert in lieu thereof the provisions of
H.R. 4241 as passed by the House. All points
of order against that motion are waived.

UNFUNDED MANDATE POINT OF ORDER

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, pur-
suant to section 426 of the Congres-
sional Budget Act of 1974, I make a
point of order against the consider-
ation of this rule, H. Res. 560.

Section 425 of that same act states
that the point of order lies against leg-
islation which imposes an unfunded
mandate in excess of specified amounts
against State or local governments.

Section 426 of the Budget Act specifi-
cally states that the Rules Committee
may not waive this point of order.

The first section of H. Res. 560 pro-
poses to waive all points of order
against consideration of the bill and
against provisions in the bill, as
amended.

The legislation, H.R. 4241, brought up
by the rule, includes provisions on
child support enforcement, which the
Congressional Budget Office informs us
impose an intergovernmental mandate
as defined by the Unfunded Mandates
Reform Act.

Therefore, I make a point of order
that this rule may not be considered
pursuant to section 426.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Washington makes a point
of order that the resolution violates
section 426(a) of the Congressional
Budget Act of 1974.

In accordance with section 426(b)(2)
of that Act, the gentleman has met the
threshold burden to identify the spe-
cific language in the resolution on
which the point of order is predicated.

Under section 426(b)(4) of the Act, the
gentleman from Washington (Mr.
MCDERMOTT) and the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. PUTNAM) each will control
10 minutes of debate on the question of
consideration.

Pursuant to section 426(b)(3) of the
Act, after the debate, the Chair will
put the question of consideration, to
wit: Will the House now consider the
resolution?

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Washington (Mr. MCDERMOTT).

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself 4 minutes.

Mr. Speaker, Americans on the front
line in protecting and defending our
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most vulnerable children have been
sending out an SOS. They do not mere-
ly solve problems every day. They save
lives.

Their message is loud and clear. The
child support provisions included in
reconciliation undermine the Federal
commitment to child support enforce-

ment. Republican reconciliation is
reckless disregard for safeguarding
children.

It is a license for people to break
their promise of child support because
enforcement will be lax. Eighty per-
cent of the children receiving support
live in low- and moderate-income fami-
lies. The bill would reduce the share of
child support enforcement costs that
are paid by the Federal Government
from 66 percent to 50 percent by 2010.
Federal funding to the program would
be cut by $5 billion over the next 5
years, a nearly 40 percent cut in fund-
ing for the program by 2010. We make
the money go away, but not the prob-
lems or the needs.

The CBO estimated that child sup-
port provisions in the reconciliation
bill would reduce collections sent to
families by $21 billion over the next 10
years.

As a result, more deadbeat dads will
be left off the hook, while more low-in-
come families will look to State and
Federal programs to make up the dif-
ference in lost income. But we will not
be there, just like the deadbeat dads.

In 2004, more than $4 was collected
for every dollar spent in the program.
Even President Bush’s 2006 budget cites
the program as ‘‘effective’” and ‘‘one of
the highest rated block formula grants
of all reviewed programs government-
wide.”

A hard-working program will fall on
hard times if we leave the reconcili-
ation bill as it is. People will be hurt.
Children will be hurt. Republicans will
be responsible. And for what?

Mr. Speaker, this is the season of giv-
ing, and Republicans are going to be
very generous with those very few
Americans rolling in dough.

Republican leaders have scheduled
their midnight express to roll through
town again tonight. Republicans will
climb aboard to run over the American
people in the dead of the night.

Child Support Enforcement, that is
not even in the baggage car. Repub-
licans like doing things in the dark, be-
hind closed doors, in the dead of night,
hoping the American people will not
notice.

Well, not today. Today’s light shines
on their darkness. If one candle can
curse the darkness, we are going to use
a search light. It is the Republican sea-
son of giving, and here is what it
means: we take from the sack of the
poor children in this country 330,000
child-care dollars and put it in the rich
sock. It is Christmas time. Take $700
million from Social Security and put it
in the rich stocking. Take child sup-
port, $21 billion from Child Support En-
forcement and put it in the rich stock-
ing.
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Take Medicaid from the poor, $10 bil-
lion, and put it in the rich stocking.
Student loans, $14 million. I take $14
billion from student loans and give
that to the rich stocking. And food
stamps from 300,000 tables we take and
put it in the rich stocking. Finally, fos-
ter children, $600 million from foster
children in this country goes into the
sock, later tomorrow, of the rich be-
cause we have taken it from the poor
and we have given it to the rich.

That is what this bill before us is all
about. Tonight in the dead of night you
are going to give to the rich who do not
need it and take from the needy who
cannot afford to lose it. You will dis-
guise this as a Christmas stocking with
presents, just in time for the holidays.
But it is a heavy-handed club used on
the American people. The heartland is
not heartless. Not even the dead of the
night will hide what you intend to do
to the American people tonight. Even
the rich will be ashamed. I wonder if
the Republicans will. They should be.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. PUTNAM. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I might consume.

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman’s clever
props, notwithstanding the holiday
stockings, I would point out to the gen-
tleman who repeatedly referred to this
being done in the dead of night that in
his home district it is 5:30 in the after-
noon and people are driving home from
work. So for the dead of night on the
west coast, the people on the east coast
will know that we are not working a
nine to five job and that we are push-
ing ahead with the agenda of reforming
the inefficiencies that lay in govern-
ment.

I would also point out to the gen-
tleman that between 1999 and 2003,
total child support enforcement admin-
istrative expenditures went up almost
30 percent; 29 percent between 1999 and
2003, as the case load declined 8 per-
cent. Again, their rhetoric does not
match well with the facts.

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman is uti-
lizing the rules that are at his disposal,
and I think that it is appropriate that
he do that. It is a positive reflection on
this House that these types of tools are
available to the minority to stymie the
progress, and we appreciate the gentle-
man’s ability to use those. But it
would be important to have the facts
be accurate, and the facts are that
these administrative costs that are
being discussed in this bill are a shift
in what has been a double-dipping prac-
tice that has been used by States to
draw down Federal dollars and then
collect administrative costs as if the
original Federal dollar had been gen-
erated in that State in the first place.
This is not, as the gentleman has char-
acterized, the Grinch or any other
mean-spirited person taking treats
from children or from their holiday
stockings that have arrived a month
and a half early.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.
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Mr. McDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. LEVIN).

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. PuTNAM, I will read
you the facts from the Congressional
Budget Office estimate, that this ac-
tion will result in a reduction over the
next 10 years of $24 billion in child sup-
port. That is the Congressional Budget
estimate, and that takes into account
adjustments the States might make in
providing more money for administra-
tion. This is the most callous, callous
reflection of your fiscal irrespon-
sibility. You have driven yourselves
and this country into so much debt,
now you are reaching into the homes of
this country. This is antifamily. This
is antikids. There is no defense of it.
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This money is for administrative pur-
poses. We have been paying two-thirds.
The result of it, and it was part of wel-
fare reform, is that child support has
gone up and up. The kids have bene-
fited. And now what you are going to
do is to reduce those benefits. And we
will hear from your side, oh, child sup-
port is going to go up, anyway. This is
a fact and I close with this. CBO says if
anyone votes for this, they are going to
reduce child support payments over 10
years by $24 billion. I say to you, you
go home, you face the kids in your dis-
trict, you face the parents in your dis-
trict, and you tell them you voted for
this. If you won’t tell them, we will.

Mr. PUTNAM. Mr. Speaker, I appre-
ciate the gentleman’s reference to the
CBO numbers. We also have the CBO
numbers. They are available on a bi-
partisan basis. The CBO numbers clear-
ly show that total collections will con-
tinue to go up. $24.8 billion in 2006, $26
billion in 2010, $31.7 billion by 2015. The
gentleman has referred to this provi-
sion as the most callous part of the def-
icit reduction package. I hope that ev-
eryone else on his team remembers
that because you can only have one
number one. You can only have one
most egregious part.

So as we get into the discussions
about Medicaid and food stamps and
student loans and all the things that
we heard about this morning when we
were talking about the continuing res-
olution, let us remember that this one
is the most egregious, that this one is
the most callous because you can only
have one number one. I know that this
is nothing but the first salvo in a his-
toric debate about the direction that
this country is heading.

I agree with the gentleman that it is
important that we go back to our dis-
tricts and we talk about these plans,
because the fact of the matter is we
have a plan. And the fact of the matter
is that you don’t. The fact of the mat-
ter is that you can criticize all you
want about where we have chosen to
reform government, to find effi-
ciencies, to better deliver services to
the people who need them the most
while you can go home and criticize
the changes that we offer without hav-
ing to defend your own plan.
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Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. McDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
North Dakota (Mr. POMEROY).

Mr. POMEROY. This chart says it
all. CBO estimates lower spending on
child support program leads to lower
collections to the tune of $21 billion. It
is truly stunning to me that Repub-
licans in this House would line up to-
gether to cut the funds used to collect
child support. I just never expected to
see them give deadbeat dads a pass,
those deadbeat dads who refuse to pay
what they owe for the upbringing of
their own children.

The majority Members of this body
are quick to boast of their support for
family values. Well, I ask you this,
what kind of family value is it that
cuts back on the efforts to make dead-
beat dads pay what they owe, when
deadbeat dads walk away from their
obligations? It won’t be you smug in
your own comfortable life who will feel
the pain. It will be young mothers who
can’t pay rent. It will be little children
whose lives are upended by financial
abandonment. For every dollar we
spend collecting on child support, we
collect more than $4. In North Dakota,
that means for every dollar collected,
the Federal Government gets $2.78 back
in recoveries and costs forgone.

State governments also gain, which
is precisely why the Congressional
Budget Office has found this to be an
unfunded mandate. When Republicans
cut child support collections, deadbeat
dads win. State governments lose. That
is why tonight’s proposal is an un-
funded mandate and must be stopped.

CBO has estimated by cutting collec-
tions $4.9 billion as you do, we lose
more than $24 billion in support not
collected. That hits children. That hits
families. And that hits States which is
what makes this an unfunded mandate.
Support the effort to stop this un-
funded mandate. Support the effort to
block this cut in child support enforce-
ment.

Mr. PUTNAM. Mr. Speaker, I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. McDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield 1% minutes to the gentleman
from California (Mr. COSTA).

Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
support of the point of order from the
gentleman from Washington. I am here
to speak to my colleagues, but espe-
cially the 235 of you who, like me,
served in legislatures throughout the
country prior to coming to Congress.
The fiscal sleight of hand that we are
undertaking here today is simply that
of a financial shell game, and the loser
is already clear, it is our States. You
don’t have to take my word for it.

The Congressional Budget Office has
spoken and they have identified that
the reduction in child support without
a change in the requirements is a viola-
tion of the Unfunded Mandates Reform
Act of 1995 that many of you were here
that supported on a bipartisan basis. It
is a violation of the law.
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We can play this ridiculous game of
pretend and safely ensconce ourselves
in these walls but do you truly believe
that the actions today will go unno-
ticed and that State legislatures are
not watching what we do? I know that
the National Conference of State Leg-
islatures is watching. I hope that
ALEC is watching, too, and I suspect
that the National Governors Associa-
tion is taking notes. I can assure you
that they are tuning in to C-SPAN and
taking careful notice of today’s pro-
ceedings because besides illegal, to-
day’s vote will have a direct impact on
their ability to serve the people of
their States, the same people who live
in our districts.

In fact, President Ronald Reagan’s
promise of federalism today is nowhere
in this Chamber. President Reagan’s
famous debate line with Mr. Mondale is
frighteningly apropos in this exercise:
“There you go again.”” And yes, here we
go again attempting to balance our
Federal budget on the backs of 50
States.

Mr. PUTNAM. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Kansas
(Mr. TIAHRT).

Mr. TIAHRT. I thank the gentleman
from Florida for yielding.

We have heard a lot about what dev-
astation from this small little act we
are going tonight to try to reform wel-
fare and improve the system of deliv-
ering the services and goods to those
who are truly in trouble in our culture.

One of the things that is surprising
to me, though, is that there is really no
plan on the other side. I have seen in
the hallways of the office buildings
that house Members of Congress offices
hold billboards that are put up about
the Federal deficit and how we must do
something about the Federal deficit,
but I have yet to see a plan to try to
deal with the deficit that the Demo-
crats themselves are complaining
about.

Blue Dog Democrats, each in front of
their office, have billboards that says
the Federal deficit so much for each
family to pay back, we have got to do
something about it, but there is no
plan. There are more plans on the tele-
vision show West Wing than the Demo-
crats have here in the United States
House of Representatives. There are
more plans on the other political shows
about how to deal with the problems of
today but we get no plans or help from
the other side.

So what I think we ought to see here
is some Blue Dog Democrats that are
the type of dogs that will actually
hunt. Dogs that we have some bite in-
stead of the bark, because right now all
we hear is a lot of noise and we don’t
have any action or plan. We are hear-
ing complaining about how we are try-
ing to improve the system.

I will give you one example quickly.
In Kansas, delivering Medicaid is only
correct three out of four times. One out
of four times the payment is inac-
curate. We need to reform that system.
You would not get on an airplane today
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if you had a three out of four chance of
getting to your destination. You would
not start a trip today if you had only a
three out of four chance of getting to
your destination. When we make a
Medicaid payment in the State of Kan-
sas, our State government is wrong 24
percent of the time. This legislation
has reforms in it to help improve our
Medicaid system, so those who are
truly in need get the services they re-
quire.

But we cannot do that according to
the other side. We need to pass this leg-
islation, reform the welfare system,
and do the right thing about the Fed-
eral budget.

Mr. McDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, 1
have the responsibility of closure,
right?

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LAHoOOD). The gentleman from Florida
has the right to close.

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Does he have any
other speakers?

Mr. PUTNAM. We do not have any
additional speakers, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Washington has 30 sec-
onds.

Mr. MCDERMOTT. He says a whole
lot, but he has no one else to speak,
Mr. Speaker, because they want the
people to believe that this is a fight be-
tween Democrats and Republicans. But
it is not true. In reality, Republican
Governors oppose these child support
cuts, including Governor
Schwarzenegger of California. Repub-
licans in the Senate oppose these cuts
including Senator CORNYN of Texas.
Religious organizations oppose these
cuts, including the Conference of
Catholic Bishops. All program adminis-
trators and poverty experts oppose
these cuts. Cutting child support pay-
ments to needy families is a policy sup-
ported only by the extreme right wing
which currently is running the House
of Representatives. I urge the Members
to vote ‘“‘no’’ on this motion.

Mr. PUTNAM. Mr. Speaker, this is an
important opening to the grand debate
that we are unveiling here this evening
about the direction of entitlement
spending and the direction of Federal
spending in this Congress and for our
Nation. We have heard an awful lot
about the term ‘‘cuts” and we have
seen the cute props and we have heard
the first of what will be many meta-
phors of snatching food from the
mouths of children and all kinds of
heated rhetoric. But at the end of the
day, the numbers don’t lie. The num-
bers are that child support collections
under this proposal continue to go up.

Do they go up as fast as the Demo-
crats would like? Apparently not, judg-
ing by the rhetoric. But only in Wash-
ington and only in their rhetoric is
that a cut. The bottom line is that this
next fiscal year, 2006, it is $23.8 billion.
By 2010, it is $26 billion. And by 2015, it
is almost $32 billion. Under every arith-
metic, old math, new math, poor school
districts, wealthy school districts, all
across America, those numbers are
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going up. Those numbers mean more
money to those States for the impor-
tant task of enforcing child support re-
sponsibilities by all noncustodial par-
ents.

So despite the references to the
smugness, despite the fact that we
have been accused of being in the pock-
ets of deadbeat dads, the numbers con-
tinue to climb for administrative costs.
None of these even affect the actual
program. They are defending the ad-
ministration of the program instead of
the outcome of that program, which is
more money getting to those families,
more fathers, more mothers who are
noncustodial living up to their obliga-
tions. That is really what it ought to
be about, is it not, the outcome? Not
the administrative fees, that are going
up anyway?

Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the fact
that the rule has given the gentleman
this opportunity for us to open the de-
bate in this way. Unfortunately his
rhetoric outpaces the facts. I would
urge the Members to reject this pro-
posal and allow us to move forward
with reforming government.

With that, I would ask the Members
to vote ‘‘yes.”

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is: Will the House now con-
sider the resolution?

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ob-
ject to the vote on the ground that a
quorum is not present and make the
point of order that a quorum is not
present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
dently a quorum is not present.

The Sergeant at Arms will notify ab-
sent Members.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 224, nays
198, not voting 12, as follows:

[Roll No. 600]

Evi-

YEAS—224

Aderholt Calvert English (PA)
Akin Camp Everett
Alexander Cannon Feeney
Bachus Cantor Ferguson
Baker Capito Fitzpatrick (PA)
Barrett (SC) Carter Flake
Bartlett (MD) Castle Foley
Barton (TX) Chabot Forbes
Bass Chocola Fossella
Beauprez Coble Foxx
Biggert Cole (OK) Franks (AZ)
Bilirakis Conaway Frelinghuysen
Bishop (UT) Crenshaw Gallegly
Blackburn Cubin Garrett (NJ)
Blunt Culberson Gerlach
Boehlert Cunningham Gibbons
Boehner Davis (KY) Gilchrest
Bonilla Davis, Jo Ann Gillmor
Bonner Davis, Tom Gingrey
Bono Deal (GA) Gohmert
Boozman DeLay Goode
Boustany Dent Goodlatte
Bradley (NH) Diaz-Balart, L. Granger
Brady (TX) Diaz-Balart, M. Graves
Brown (SC) Doolittle Green (WI)
Brown-Waite, Drake Gutknecht

Ginny Dreier Hall
Burgess Duncan Harris
Burton (IN) Ehlers Hart
Buyer Emerson Hastert
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Hastings (WA) Mack Ramstad
Hayes Manzullo Regula
Hayworth Marchant Rehberg
Hefley McCaul (TX) Renzi
Hensarling McCotter Reynolds
Herger McCrery Rogers (AL)
Hobson McHenry Rogers (KY)
Hostettler McHugh Rogers (MI)
Hulshof McKeon Rohrabacher
Hunter McMorris Ros-Lehtinen
Inglis (SC) Mica Royce
Issa Miller (FL) Ryan (WI)
Istook Miller (MI) Ryun (KS)
Jenkins Miller, Gary Saxton
Jindal Moran (KS) Schmidt
Johnson (CT) Murphy Schwarz (MI)
Johnson (IL) Musgrave Sensenbrenner
Johnson, Sam Myrick Sessions
Jones (NC) Neugebauer Shadegg
Keller Ney Shaw
Kelly Northup Shays
Kennedy (MN) Norwood Sherwood
King (IA) Nunes Shimkus
King (NY) Nussle Shuster
Kingston Osborne Simmons
Kirk Otter Simpson
Kline Oxley Smith (NJ)
Knollenberg Paul Smith (TX)
Kolbe Pearce Sodrel
Kuhl (NY) Pence Souder
LaHood Peterson (PA) Stearns
Latham Petri Sullivan
LaTourette Pickering Sweeney
Leach Pitts Tancredo
Lewis (CA) Platts Taylor (NC)
Lewis (KY) Poe Terry
Linder Pombo Thomas
LoBiondo Porter Thornberry
Lucas Price (GA) Tiahrt
Lungren, Daniel Pryce (OH) Tiberi

E. Putnam Turner
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Upton Weller Wilson (SC)
Walsh Westmoreland Wolf
Wamp Whitfield Young (AK)
Weldon (FL) Wicker
Weldon (PA) Wilson (NM)

NAYS—198
Abercrombie Cooper Grijalva
Ackerman Costa Gutierrez
Allen Costello Harman
Andrews Cramer Hastings (FL)
Baca Crowley Herseth
Baird Cuellar Higgins
Baldwin Cummings Hinchey
Barrow Davis (AL) Hinojosa
Bean Davis (CA) Holden
Becerra Davis (FL) Holt
Berkley Davis (IL) Honda
Berman Davis (TN) Hooley
Berry DeFazio Hoyer
Bishop (GA) DeGette Inslee
Bishop (NY) Delahunt Israel
Blumenauer DeLauro Jackson (IL)
Boren Dicks Jackson-Lee
Boucher Dingell (TX)
Boyd Doggett Jefferson
Brady (PA) Doyle Johnson, E. B.
Brown (OH) Edwards Jones (OH)
Brown, Corrine Emanuel Kanjorski
Butterfield Eshoo Kaptur
Capps Etheridge Kennedy (RI)
Capuano Evans Kildee
Cardoza Farr Kilpatrick (MI)
Carnahan Fattah Kind
Carson Filner Kucinich
Case Ford Langevin
Chandler Frank (MA) Lantos
Clay Gonzalez Larsen (WA)
Cleaver Gordon Larson (CT)
Clyburn Green, Al Lee
Conyers Green, Gene Levin
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Lewis (GA) Oberstar Sherman
Lipinski Obey Skelton
Lofgren, Zoe Olver Slaughter
Lowey Ortiz Smith (WA)
Lynch Owens Snyder
Maloney Pallone Solis
Markey Pascrell Spratt
Marshall Pastor Stark
Matheson Payne Strickland
Matsui Pelosi Stupak
McCarthy Peterson (MN) Tanner
McCollum (MN) Pomeroy Tauscher
McDermott Price (NC) T
aylor (MS)
McGovern Rahall
McIntyre Rangel Thompson (CA)
. . Thompson (MS)

McKinney Reichert . b
McNulty Reyes Tierney
Meehan Ross Udall (CO)
Meek (FL) Rothman Udall (NM)
Meeks (NY) Roybal-Allard Van Hollen
Melancon Ruppersberger Velazquez
Menendez Rush Visclosky
Michaud Sabo Wasserman
Millender- Salazar Schultz

McDonald Sanchez, Linda Waters
Miller (NC) T. Watson
Miller, George Sanchez, Loretta Watt
Moore (KS) Sanders Waxman
Moore (WI) Schakowsky Weiner
Moran (VA) Schiff Wexler
Murtha Schwartz (PA) Woolsey
Nadler Scott (GA) Wu
Napolitano Scott (VA) Wynn
Neal (MA) Serrano

NOT VOTING—12

Boswell Hoekstra Ryan (OH)
Cardin Hyde Towns
Engel Mollohan Walden (OR)
Fortenberry Radanovich Young (FL)

NOTICE

Incomplete record of House proceedings.
Today’s House proceedings will be continued in Book II.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

5266. A letter from the Acting Assistant
Secretary for Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting a report on U.S.
military personnel and U.S. individual civil-
ians retained as contractors involved in sup-
porting Plan Colombia, pursuant to Public
Law 106-246, section 3204 (f) (114 Stat. 577); to
the Committee on Armed Services.

5267. A letter from the Under Secretary for
Personnel and Readiness, Department of De-
fense, transmitting a letter on the approved
retirement of General Robert H. Foglesong,
United States Air Force, and his advance-
ment to the grade of general on the retired
list; to the Committee on Armed Services.

5268. A letter from the Under Secretary for
Personnel and Readiness, Department of De-
fense, transmitting authorization of the en-
closed list of officers to wear the insignia of
the grade of brigadier general accordance
with title 10, United States Code, section 777;
to the Committee on Armed Services.

5269. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting written notification of the deter-
mination that a public health emergency ex-
ists and has existed in the state of Texas and
Louisiana since September 20, 2005, pursuant
to 42 U.S.C. 247d(a) Public Law 107-188, sec-
tion 144(a); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

5270. A letter from the Deputy Assistant
Administrator, Office of Diversion Control,
DEA, Department of Justice, transmitting
the Department’s final rule — Schedules of

Controlled Substances; Placement of
Pregabalin Into Schedule V [Docket No.
DEA-267F] received September 2, 2005, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee
on Energy and Commerce.

5271. A letter from the Senior Vice Presi-
dent, Policy & Government Affairs, Verizon
Wireless, transmitting a letter from Denny
Strigl, CEO of Verizon Wireless, provided to
Federal Comunications Commission Chair-
man Kevin Martin regarding the company’s
efforts to serve customers impacted by Hur-
ricane Katrina; to the Committee on Energy
and Commerce.

5272. A letter from the Office of Inde-
pendent Counsel, transmitting the annual re-
port on Audit and Investigative Activities,
pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 595(a)(2); to the Com-
mittee on Government Reform.

5273. A letter from the Executive Director,
Federal Reiterment Thrift Investment
Board, transmitting a list of the five audit
reports issued during fiscal year 2005 regard-
ing the Agency and the Thrift Savings Plan;
to the Committee on Government Reform.

5274. A letter from the General Counsel, In-
stitute of Museum and Library Services,
transmitting a report pursuant to the Fed-
eral Vacancies Reform Act of 1998; to the
Committee on Government Reform.

5275. A letter from the Office of the Dis-
trict of Columbia Auditor, transmitting a re-
port entitled, ‘“‘Letter to Chairman Cropp
and Members of the Council of the District of
Columbia on the Auditor’s Concerns Regard-
ing Matters that May Adversely Affect the
Financial Operations of the Washington Con-
vention Center.”’; to the Committee on Gov-
ernment Reform.

5276. A letter from the Office of the Special
Counsel, transmitting the fiscal year 2005 re-

ports required by the Federal Managers’ Fi-
nancial Integrity Act and the Inspector Gen-
eral Act, pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 3512(c)(3); to
the Committee on Government Reform.

5277. A letter from the Acting Deputy Sec-
retary, Department of Defense, transmitting
the Department’s Seventeenth Report of the
Federal Absentee Voting Act; to the Com-
mittee on House Administration.

5278. A letter from the Acting Inspector
General, House of Representatives, transmit-
ting the final report on the U.S. House of
Representatives Child Care Center; to the
Committee on House Administration.

5279. A letter from the Acting Chief, Office
of Regulations and Administrative Law,
USCG, Department of Homeland Security,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Safety Zone; Sabine-Neches Canal to Sabine
River, Orange, TX [COTP Port Arthur-05-001]
(RIN: 1625-AA00) received September 8, 2005,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

5280. A letter from the Acting Chief, Office
of Regulations and Administrative Law,
USCG, Department of Homeland Security,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Safety Zone; Napa River, California [COTP
San Francisco Bay 05-001] (RIN: 1625-AA00)
received September 8, 2005, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

5281. A letter from the Acting Chief, Office
of Regulations and Administrative Law,
USCG, Department of Homeland Security,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Moving Safety Zone — Motor Vessel ZHEN
HUA; San Francisco Bay, California [COTP
San Francisco Bay 05-002] (RIN: 1625-AA00)
received September 8, 2005, pursuant to 5
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U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

5282. A letter from the Acting Chief, Office
of Regulations and Administrative Law,
USCG, Department of Homeland Security,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Security Zones for designated vessels; Sa-
vannah COTP Zone [COTP Savannah 04-065]
(RIN: 1625-AA87) received September 8, 2005,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

5283. A letter from the Acting Chief, Office
of Regulations and Administrative Law,
USCG, Department of Homeland Security,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Safety Zone; Savannah River, Savannah, GA
[COTP Savannah-05-011] (RIN: 1625-AA00) re-
ceived September 8, 2005, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

5284. A letter from the Acting Chief, Office
of Regulations and Administrative Law,
USCG, Department of Homeland Security,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Safety Zone; Missouri River Mile Marker
731.5 to Mile Marker 731.9, South Sioux City,
ONE [COTP St. Louis-04-047] (RIN: 1625-A A00)
received September 8, 2005, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

5285. A letter from the Acting Chief, Office
of Regulations and Administrative Law,
USCG, Department of Homeland Security,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Safety Zone; Upper Mississippi River Mile
Marker 203.0 to Mile Marker 205.0, Alton, IL
[COTP St. Louis-05-002] (RIN: 1625-AA00) re-
ceived September 8, 2005, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

5286. A letter from the Acting Chief, Office
of Regulations and Administrative Law,
USCG, Department of Homeland Security,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Safety Zone; Pensacola Caucus Channel and
Pensacola Bay Channel, Pensacola, FL
[COTP Mobile-04-060] (RIN: 1625-AA00) re-
ceived September 8, 2005, pursuant to 5
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U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

5287. A letter from the Acting Chief, Office
of Regulations and Administrative Law,
USCG, Department of Homeland Security,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Safety Zone; Bayou Casotte Ship Channel,
Horn Island Ship Channel, Pascagoula, MS
[COTP Mobile-04-062] (RIN: 1625-AA00) re-
ceived September 8, 2005, pursuant to b5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

5288. A letter from the Acting Chief, Office
of Regulations and Administrative Law,
USCG, Department of Homeland Security,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Saftey Zone; Gulf Intracoastal Waterway
Mile 222 to Mile 225, Destin, FL. [COTP Mo-
bile-04-063] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received Sep-
tember 8, 2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

5289. A letter from the Acting Chief, Office
of Regulations and Administrative Law,
USCG, Department of Homeland Security,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Safety Zone; Lower Mississippi River, Mile
Marker 122.0 to Mile Marker 134.0, Above
Head of Passes, Laplace, LA [COTP New Or-
leans-05-011] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received Sep-
tember 8, 2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

5290. A letter from the Acting Chief, Office
of Regulations and Administrative Law,
USCG, Department of Homeland Security,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Safety Zone; Lower Mississippi River, Mile
Marker 126.0 to Mile Marker 134.0, Above
Head of Passes, Laplace, LA [COTP New Or-
leans-05-012] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received Sep-
tember 8, 2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

5291. A letter from the Acting Chief, Office
of Regulations and Administrative Law,
USCG, Department of Homeland Security,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Safety Zone; Lower Mississippi River, Below
Head of Passes, Mile Marker Minus 18.0 to
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Mile Marker Minus 20.0, in the vicinity of
the entrance to Southwest Pass, LA [COTP
New Orlenas-05-013] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received
September 8, 2005, pursuant to 5 TU.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

5292. A letter from the Acting Chief, Office
of Regulations and Administrative Law,
USCG, Department of Homeland Security,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Safety Zone; Lower Mississippi River, Mile
Marker 177.0 to Mile Marker 180.0, Above
Head of Passes, Geismar, LA [COTP New Or-
leans-05-014] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received Sep-
tember 8, 2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

5293. A letter from the Acting Chief, Office
of Regulations and Administrative Law,
USCG, Department of Homeland Security,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Safety Zone; Lower Mississippi River, Mile
Marker 148.0 to Mile Marker 158.0, Above
Head of Passes, Convent, LA [COTP New Or-
leans-05-015] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received Sep-
tember 8, 2005, pursuant to 5 TU.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

5294. A letter from the Administrator, Of-
fice of Information and Regulatory Affairs,
Office of Management and Budget, transmit-
ting the FY 2004 annual report on the Fed-
eral participation in the development and
use of voluntary consensus standards, pursu-
ant to Public Law 104-113, section 12(d)(3)
(110 Stat. 783); to the Committee on Science.

5295. A letter from the Acting President &
CEO, Overseas Private Investment Corpora-
tion, transmitting the Corporation’s annual
Management Report for FY 2004, Perform-
ance Budget for FY 2006, Performance and
Accountability Report for FY 2004, and Re-
port on Development and U.S. Effects on
OPIC’s FY 2004 projects and Report on Co-
operation with Private Insurers, pursuant to
31 U.S.C. 9106; jointly to the Committees on
Government Reform and International Rela-
tions.
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